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G-7 Conference ‘Turning Point in History of 
Communication’ 


BR2302152295 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 23 Feb 95 
p 32 


[Report by Xavier Vidal-Folch: “G-7 Conference Will 
Launch 11 Pilot Projects for World Information Super- 
highways”) 

[FBIS Translated Text] Brussels—Next Sunday [26 Feb- 
ruary] will mark a turning point in the history of com- 
munication between people and countries provided the 
sudden France-America disagreement on audiovisual 
espionage does not mar the political and industrial 
summit meeting being prepared in Brussels. The world 
G-7 conference on the information society should light 
the way for 11 pilot projects for the electronic networks 
and services. U.S. Vice President Al Gore is expected to 
attend the conference, together with European Commis- 
sion President Jacques Santer and other leading figures. 


The meeting of the world’s seven wealthiest countries 
(United States, Japan, Canada, Germany, France, the 
United Kingdom, and Italy) being organized by the 
European Commission is seeking agreements on three 
key issues: a regulatory framework to ensure universal 
access to the information superhighways; an infrastruc- 
ture development strategy; and a common base for the 
cultural and social content of the information society. 


It is likely that the conclusions, which are already being 
prepared, will still be generic in nature given the partic- 
ipants’ different areas of interest on the underlying 
issues. The United States and the European countries, 
for example, have run into serious differences of opinion 


INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 1 


on whether competition should be “free” or “free but 
fair,” the latter being a slight shade of meaning that 
would occasion the setting up of mechanisms for the 
regulation of competition. Europe, with just 10 com- 
puters for every 100 families compared with the 34 per 
100 in the United States, remains the Cinderella of the 
information society. 

The participants want to convert the Brussels conference 
into a major platform for starting up 11 pilot projects of 
varying ambitions. Probably the most important project 
will be the one looking for an agreement on standards for 
the interoperability of broadband networks, that is to say 
the possibility of connecting up personal computers to 
high speed networks and services. 


Closely related to this is the project for the creation of a 
global database, a kind of inventory of all the interna- 
tional, national, and regional programs existing in the 
world and which can be easily consulted. 


The two culturally-oriented programs are highly imagi- 
native. These are the electronic library, a virtual library 
that could be consulted by all consumers from their 
computers, and the electronic museum that would make 
electronic versions of the world’s art treasures accessible 
to colleges and universities. There are also proposals on 
the table for building a world environmental database, 
mechanisms for managing natural disasters, plans for 
services for small and medium sized companies, and 
illness preventi::n services. 


The European Commission also yesterday decided to 
create a discussion forum for manufacturers, users, and a 
team of experts dealing with the social implications of 
the information society. 
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SPOe, Greens Reject Klestil’s Stand on Neutrality 
AU2302142795 Vienna DER STANDARD in German 
23 Feb 95 p 2 


{“stui, sitt, red”-attributed report: “Vranitzky Defends 
Neutrality”] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Vienna—“The Social Demo- 
cratic Party of Austria [SPOc] does not share Klestil’s 
views. Neutrality is not outdated or useless,” Chancellor 
Franz Vranitzky said on 22 February. He added the 
SPOe did not claim that it protected Austria alone, and 
therefore the government tried to take part in the EU 
government conference in 1996 and to take an active 
part in a security architecture for Europe. For this 
reason, one had agreed to join the NATO Partnership for 
Peace program. 


The chancellor stressed that the government did not 
have to revise its stance. If the president expressed views, 
this was “undisputedly important.” “Everyone should 
find out for themselves whether there are parallels with 
other parties’ goals,” Vranitzky said, referring to Joerg 
Haider’s move for a “third republic.”” By these state- 
ments, the chancellor countered statements made by 
President Thomas Klestil, who had said on neutrality 
that “our security must not be built on illusions.” 
Nationalrat President Heinz Fischer also reacted to 
Klestil’s statements. For Fischer, neutrality is “by no 
means an illusion.” It had been as beneficial for Austria 
as Europe and formed part of the Austrian Constitution. 
“Like many others, I swore on the Constitution.” He 
said he did not want to interpret Klestil; it was clear to 
him “that neutrality cannot be swept under the rug.” 
Neutrality would be of importance for many years to 
come: “Perhaps there will be a European security system 
after the turn of the millennium. Then we will discuss 
this issue again.” 

Vice Chancellor Erhard Busek said he was happy at 
Klestil’s move. Neutrality was no longer as important as 
it had been in the past, he said. There would be new 
security alliances in the future. 
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The Greens accused Klestil of jeopardizing “basic social 
consensus” by calling neutrality into question. 


Ministry Official Views Planned Joint Russian 


AU2302173995 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 
23 Feb 95 p4 


{“‘au”’-attributed report: “State Treaty: Waiting For 
Moscow”) 

[FBIS Translated Text] Not until the middle of March 
will Austria find out from the lips of Russian Deputy 
Foreign Minister Krylov whether or not Moscow is 
prepared to accept Vienna's idea of a Russo-Austrian 
protocol meant to be signed on the sidelines of President 
Yeltsin’s Viennese visit, said Franz Cede, head of the 
International Legal Office in the Foreign Ministry, in an 
interview for DIE PRESSE. Cede and ex-Ambassador in 
Moscow Herbert Grubmayr discussed this protocol in 
Moscow over the past two days. Grubmayr was Foreign 
Minister Mock’s personal emissary. 

Contrary to a report by an Austrian People’s party 
scinauin, tp Uiidinen ak coh teas oak nae Ga 
protocol. The only Russian draft in existence is more 
than a year old. It still expresses the desire for a formal 
treaty. Russian diplomats abandoned this desire a long 
time ago, as DIE PRESSE has reported several times. 


The Austrian draft was presented in Moscow. This draft 
assumes that only a protocol will be concluded. In it, 
Austria deliberately avoids the terms state treaty and 
neutrality, these terms having been used by Moscow in 
the original draft. However, said Cede, there was criti- 
cism in Moscow purely because of a failure to mention 
the state treaty. “Neutrality was not mentoned,” said 
Cede. 


On the other hand, Krylov pointed out that Austria 
should expressly recognize the fact that Russia is the 
legal successor to the Soviet Union. Cede pointed out 
that although the Austrian emissaries explained the 
draft, they had no authority to hold further negotiations 
on it. 
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Claes Admits Knowledge of Agusta Bribe Offer 
BR2302155295 Brussels BRTN-TV2 Television Network 
in Dutch 2100 GMT 22 Feb 95 


[From the “Terzake” program] 


{[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Anchorman] Important 
statements have been made today with regard to the 
affair. For the first time we heard from SP 
[Flemish Socialist Party] Treasurer Mange that he had 
informed the SP leadership of the Agusta offer. [Foreign 
Minister and former SP President] Vandenbroucke 
immediately recalled this meeting. [NATO 
General and former Economic Minister] Willy Claes did 
not. Philippe Feyte makes a verbatim reconstruction of 
what has been said. 
[Begin recording] [Feyte] This afternoon th radio news 
opened with a new declaration by SP Treasurer Etienne 
Mange to his lawyers. He declared that helicopter man- 
ufacturer Agusta had offered him money and that he had 
informed Willy Claes, Frank Vandenbroucke, and [cur- 
rent SP President] Louis Tobback He said that they had 
forbidden him to accept the offer, but that he did accept 
it later without their knowledge. So in January 1989 the 
SP leadership did actually know about the Agusta offer. 
Minister Vandenbroucke confirms this immediately. 
[Vandenbroucke, on the telephone] That is absolutely 
correct,and, honestly speaking, | am glad that Mr. Mange 
made this declaration. I was waiting for it because it was 
an element which I intentionally did not want to make 
public via the press because I did not want to give Mange 
the impression that I was giving him a hint. It is 
absolutely right that Mr. Mange, at a meeting which was 
also attended by, I think, Mr. Tobback and Mr. Claes 
some time back in January 1989, said: It seems that 
Agusta is willing to make a donation. 
[Feyte] But the radio news in the meantime had also 
interviewed Willy Claes, who said the following: 
[Claes] I want to confirm formally not only that I was not 
implicated in this affair, but also that I was never told by 
any person or at any time or place about this or received 
any proposal to do such a thing. 


[Vandenbroucke] I think the meeting took place in the 
afternoon and I remember where it was held. We were 
sitting in Mr. Claes’ office and I am sure that Louis 
Tobback and Willy Claes were there as well. 


{Claes} I repeat: Neither [former SP Deputy Secretary) 
Wallyn, nor Etienne Mange have ever hinied or spoken 
one word about this. 


[Unidentified correspondent] So you never discussed the 
Agusta dossier with the two main suspects, Luc Wallyn 
and Etienne Mange? 


[Claes] Never. 


BENELUX 
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yuan 5 ene we we Sat Se 
margin of this meeting Mange briefly brought the issue 
up, more or less in the following terms: Do you know 
what has happened now... 


[Correspondent] So to recapitulate, Mr. Mange informed 
you 2bout the offer or at least about Agusta’s willingness 
to... 


[Vandenbroucke, interrupting] Let me be clear, he did 
not recommend it.... 


[Correspondent, interrupting} But he said there was an 
offer by Agusta which the party leadership, and you 
named the persons in question, Willy Claes, Louis Tob- 
back, and yourself, rejected unanimously. 
[Vandenbroucke] Yes, absolutely. 


[Anchorman] After this radio broadcast, Willy Claes 
made a U- turn. Suddenly, he did remember the meeting 
with Mange in his own office in January 1989. But he 
said it was not a concrete offer. So the SP leadership 
knew about the Agusta offer to transfer money to the 


party. [passage omitted] 


[Correspondent] So only now do you admit for the first 
time that you heard Mange talk about Agusta. Why only 
now? 


[Claes] I do not have any special reason for this, and I 
again wani to confirm to you that Mange never made any 


proposal or gave any hint about becoming involved in 
such a deal. 


{Correspondent} But are you now admitting all this 
because Mr. Vandenbroucke has just declared that you 
attended the meeting as well? 


[Claes] No, no, only because I never regarded Mange’s 
remark, which lasted maybe five seconds, as an actual 
proposal or hint. 


[Correspondent] But this was a very important issue for 
your party, whose watchword was not to accept money 
from military companies. It should have alarmed you. 


[Claes] That is why we immediately said that this was 
out of the question, the three of us. And we attached so 
little importance to it that we never ever talked about it 
again. 

[Correspondent] But why then did you not follow Mr. 
Mange’s financial operations more closely? 


[Claes] That is a good question. We trusted Mange 
completely. I have no other explanation. 
[Correspondent] So Mange is the big scapegoat? 


{Claes} You reach this conclusion. I am not going to 
accuse Mange because of this remark which lasted a 
mere five seconds. At that time—maybe I was naive—I 
did not interpret Mange’s remark as an invitation to do 
it. 
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[Correspondent] But Mange admitted that he received 
50 million francs from Agusta. This gift presupposes that 
something was done in return. At the time you were 
economic affairs minister; did you choose Agusta 
because it wanted to give money to the SP? 


{Claes} May I first draw your attention to the fact that I 
had no choices to make. I really do not like your 
presumptions. First, 1t was the military who fd to 
propose a helicopter; second, it was the government 
which had to make a decision; and third, it was my job to 
give an advisory opinion about the economic compen- 
sations. 


[Correspondent] But if it is right that lawyer Puelinckx 
and Agusta concluded the bribery deal on 18 November 
1988, it cannot be denied that there was corruption 
because the cabinet did not approve the Agusta deal until 
three weeks later. 


[Claes] This seems me to be correct from the legal 
viewpoint, but the question is: Who was corrupted. I can 
tell you with great certainty that I was never involved in 
such an operation, and I repeat again that I was never 
made any such proposal. [passage omitted] [end 
recording] 


Urged To Consider Resignation 


BR2402084495 Antwerp DE FINANCIEEL- 
EKONOMISCHE TIJD in Dutch 23 Feb 95 p 4 


[Editorial by Bernard Bulcke: “Some Explanation”) 


[FBIS Translated Text] So it is true. There was a meeting 
in January 1989 in the office of then Foreign Minister 
Willy Claes. As Frank Vandenbroucke, [Flemish 
Socialist Party leader] Louis Tobback, and eventually 
Willy Claes reluctantly admitted, [former SP party trea- 
surer] Etienne Mange at least mentioned a possible offer 
of Agusta money. Was it “Agusta money,” or did he 
merely mention “Italians who messed around.” 


Admitting that there was actually an offer is very dif- 
ferent from asking “surely we did not get any money 
from them, did we?” It also contrasts with NATO 
Secretary General Willy Claes’ firm statements until 
yesterday morning that he never received any such offer 
at any meeting and that he never even discussed the 
matter. 


Are we waking up from a long process of self-persuasion 
or are we dealing with liars once again? 


Let us remain sensible. What would the man in the street 
do if he were told that, shortly after a controversial 
contract with a company, that company offered to 
present money? Maybe he would ask: “Are you sure?” or 
“How much money are we talking about?” In addition, 
the people involved reportedly received the offer only 
after the contract had been concluded. So there would be 
no question of corruption. Certainly not at a time when 
companies still made such offers. It was still allowed in 
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those days. One thing is pretiy sure: The man in the 
street would certainly rememb::r such a delicate offer, if 
only to have interesting conversations on the subject 
later on. 


No such thing. Ever since last Saturday [18 February] the 
SP leaders stated time and again, even at a special press 
conference, that they did not know anything, that they 
“never” even discussed the issue. 


Frank Vandenbroucke’s first statement yesterday was 
more like a settlement of accounts. After it had been 
revealed what Mange had said about the meeting in 
January 1989, he “panicked,” as underground people 
call it. Tongues were loosened. 


However, Mange was just making an “allusion” to 
“Italians” going around with money, Claes argued. He 
suddenly recalls very clearly that Tobback immediately 
rejected the idea. First Claes clearly remembers that 
Agusta had not been mentioned. In a subsequent inter- 
view he is no longer sure about what he remembers. 


In 1991 the press was blamed for causing the govern- 
ment to fall. Yesterday three politicians Jost their credi- 
bility by making statements which were appallingly 
confusing. Mostly, however, they were in flat contradic- 
tion with their own recent statements. 


Less than three montis ago, Leo Delcroix had to step 
down as defense minister for having lied. The SP party 
leaders can hardly escape the comparison, even if Frank 
Vandenbroucke in no way agrees. Indeed, he says Del- 
croix actually lied, whereas he himself only concealed 
some details. 

These are hairsplitting subtleties. Essentially there is 
hardly any difference and the effect is very much the 
same. The politicians involved have lost their credibility. 
In these circumstances they cannot keep their functions 
for now. Willy Claes, for example, should seriously 
consider whether it is fair to our country and to NATO 
to just stay on. 


People in charge have to set an exemple in society. The 
spectacle presented by the SP leaders since last Sunday 
will amply do. 


Has anyone prepared an explanation yet for Sunday 
night 21 May [election day]? 


NATO Envoys’ Confidence in Claes 


BR2302153195 Brussels LE SOIR in French 23 Feb 95 
pis 


[Article by Pierre Lefevre: “NATO Unruffled, Claes Has 
Explained Himself”} 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] NATO Secretary General 


documents also being covered. [passage omitted] In 
other words, Mr. Claes is not protected by any immunity 
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In such an event, the secretary general would no doubt 
“report absent” and be automatically replaced by the 


Annoyed at Exclusion From 


NATO Talks 


BR2302161095 Groot-Bijgaarden DE STANDAARD in 
Dutch 23 Feb 95 p 5 


February: “Algeria Surprised at NATO Initiative for 
Mediterranean”’] 

(FBIS Translated Text] Brussels—“It seems aberrant to 
us that NATO is going to telk about stability in the 
Mediterranean Region without consulting those who are 
directly involved,” Dr. Djamel Ould Abbes, chairman of 
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the Foreign Affairs Committee of the Algerian Interim 
Council, stated at a news conference in Brussels on 
Wednesday [22 February]. 

“Algeria is not a claiming party, but was amazed that it 
was not invited, considering its strategic position and its 
economic and political weight in the region. No Medi- 
terranean policy is possible without us,” D. Ould Abbes 
added. 

This staternent was meant as a reaction to NATO’s 
announcement earlier this month that the organization 
wants to establish a dialogue with Egypt, Israel, Mauri- 
tania, Morocco, and Tunisia within the framework of its 
policy to reinforce “regional stability.” This dialogue is 
scheduled to begin in Brussels next Friday under the 
direction of Secretary General Willy Claes. 

In interviews which coincided with the official 
announcement of the dialogue, Claes stated that the 
dialogue is intended to fight Muslim fundamentalism. In 
the footsteps of Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhaq Rabin 
and of his Foreign Affairs Minister Shim’on Peres, Claes 
labelled this fundamentalism as being the West's greatest 
challenge since the end of the Cold War. 


Attack 


These statements by Claes were disavowed by certain 
officials and by several member states of the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization. Some Islamic countri 
including Egypt, also reacted unfavorably. Algeria was 

not invited although the danger is most acute in that 
country. Some observers argue that this dialogue initia- 
tive is a first step toward incorporating Iszael into the 
Alliance. Yesterday, Libyan leader Mu’ammar al- 
Qadhdhafi labelled the NATO plans as an attack against 
Islam and as a prelude toward the recolonialization of 
the Arab worl. 


D. Ould Abbes, who is in Belgium at the invitation of 
European and Belgian Representatives, emphasized at 
the news conference that there is a “communication 
gap” in Europe with regard to Algeria. “The situation is 
not nearly as ayocalyptic as the Western press wants us 
to belicve,” hv said. In his opinion, the situation will be 
more or less under control by next June. Sufficiently to 
organize presidential elections before the end of the 
current year. 
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Major Condemas Besnian Serbs for Rejecting 
Peace Plan 


AU2302193295 Sarajevo Radio Bosnia-H. j 
Network in Serbo-Croatian 1800 GMT 23 Feb 95 


{FBIS Translated Text] British Prime Minister John 
Major today sent a letter to Alija Izetbegovic, president 
of the Presidency of the Republic of Bosnia- 
Herzegovina. In his reply to President Izetbegovic’s 
letter of 12 February. the British prime minister stressed 
that he shared the concern about the fighting in Bihac 
and fully supported the efforts of 'JNPROFOR [UN 
Protection Force] and humanitarian organizations to 
resolve the situation and send the necessary help to the 
population of the Bihac safe haven. 

The letters states, among other things, the following: 

I also condemn the Bosnian Serbs’ constant rejection of 
the Contact (jroup’s plan as the basis for further nego- 
tiations. Facei with this obstruction, the Contact Group, 
with the suppo;t of the EU, has offered a strategy based 
on the mutual recognition of states. The recognition of 
Bosnia- ina within its internationally recog- 
nized borders by Belgrade would be a significant step 
toward the settlement of the crisis in the former Yugo- 
slavia. 

This was stated in a letter that John Major sent to Alija 
Izetbegovic, president of the Presidency of the Republic 
of Bosnia- Herzegovina. 

The British prime rninister reiterated the importance of 
developing the Federation of Bosnia-Herzegovina and 
promised that the British Government would continue 
to extend political and practical help to the Federation of 
Bosnia-Herzegovina. 

nD SD CD Ss CS SS 


LD2202211095 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in 
English 1821 GMT 22 Feb 95 


[By Gavin Cordon, Political Correspondent, PA News] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Chancellor Kenneth Clarke 
today plunged the Government back into controversy 
over Europe by insisting that John Major was not a 
Euro-sceptic. 

Mr. Clarke—in an interview with Euro Briefing, a mag- 
azine published by Tor; Euro MPs—said the Prime 
Minister's views ow Europe were “indistinguishabie” 
from his own. 

The Chancellor's comments will enrage Tory Euro- 
sceptics who have been gunning for him since he said a 
single European currency need not lead to a federal 
superstate. 


He also came out strongly against a referendum on 
Europe, a claim which is unlikely to have been welcomed 
by Mr. Major who has consistently refused to rule one 
out. 
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towards the Euro-sceptics, is also unlikely to be pleased 
by Mr. Clarke’s attempt to associate him with his own 
views on the issue. 

In the Commons last week he three times side-stepped a 
challenge to endorse Mr. Clarke's assertion that mone- 
tary anion need not lead to political union. 


Although the interview was published today, the maga- 
zine said Mr. Clarke—who replied to its questions in an 
exchange of faxes—had made his comments before the 
row sparked by his recent speech to the European 


Movement. 


Nevertheless they said there had been no attempt by the 
Chancellor to withdraw or amend any of his replies and 
their publication now can only fuel the row raging in the 
party. 

Mr. Clarke said both he and the Prime Minister wanted 
to see Britain working at the heart of Europe while at the 
same time standing up for British interests. 


“John Major's views are indistinguishable from my 
own,” he said. “John Major is not a Euro-sceptic.” 


Mr. Clarke went on to stress the potential benefits of a 
single currency saying that Britain should keep its 
options open while playing a full part in discussions 
about how it would work. 

“A single currency could lead to stronger trade and 
investment links to the benefit of all. We could benefit 
from being part of a Europe-wide low inflation zone,” he 
said. 


“We should also have a sensible and informed debate on 
the subject so that Parliament can make a careful choice 
on whether it would be in Britain's interests to join any 
proposed scheme.” 


Mr. Major last week tried to end the Cabinet feuding on 
the issue by ordering his ministers not to be drawn into 
any “speculative debate” on the subject. 


On the question of a referendum on Europe—a key 
demand of many of the Euro-sceptics—the Chancellor 


was dismissive. 

“A referendum is totally at odds with the British practice 
of parliamentary government. Parliament has voted in 
favour of closer European union on more than one 
occasion. I find this convincing,” he said. 

Meanwhile, Foreign Secretary Douglas Hurd, a Cabinet 
pro- European, urged more of a debate from the business 
sector in the UK on a single currency. 


Mr. Hurd, in an interview in The European newspaper, 
said: “We need a little less from politicians about a 
choice that we might have to make in 1999, and a bit 
more first from the people who are at the coalface of 


Sritain’s prosperity. 
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“On a single currency, Parliament nearer the time will 
decide. I wouldn't like to <2} now that there should be a 
referendum. But it’s possible. 1 don't think the inter- 
governmental conference will justify a referendum in 
British terms.” 


Hard Outlines Stazd on Europe 


MS2302131495 London THE EUROPEAN in Evelish 
24 Feb - 2 Mar 95 p 9 


{Report on interview with UK foreign secretary Douglas 
Hurd by Victor Smart; date and place not given] 
{FBIS Transcribed Text} A week ago the British cabinet 
was on the verge of disintegrating under the weight of its 
internal differences on a single currency. In the event, 
senior ministers did not hurl themselves over the preci- 
pice, but out of desperation agreed to instead hold their 
tongues on the issue. Yet can so flimsy a truce between 
turbulent cabinet ministers survive? 

Douglas Hurd, now in his sixth year as foreign secretary, 
sees his task as calming the waters. “There is no sense in 
which the cabinet is out of control—this is just news- 
paper hype. Self- preservation asserts itself in any polit- 
ical party. Various ministers have aired views and now 
they are all agreed that we should concentrate on the 
immediate decisions which will come in the next couple 
of years. 

“If you look at the opinion polls there is a majority 
against and a ubsiantial minority in favour—and that is 
before what I would regard as substantial discussions 
have begun. There are pros and cons. 


“The early date of 1997 is in the treaty but ! don’t think 
you will find many people who think it is seriously 
attainable unless you change the criteria which the 
Germans are quite rightly, going to insist are main- 
tained. So a certain amount of whistling is going on. I 
think we are talking about a choice of 1999." 


So how long are ministers to remain muzzled on a single 
currency? “What is happening now in this country which 
is a good thing,” says Hurd, “is a switch away from 
purely political discussion to actual discussion of sub- 
stance. We need a little less from politicians about a 
choice that we might have to make in 1999 and a bit 
more first from the people who are at the coalface of 
Britain’s prosperity. 

“There are constitutional implications, and I think 
before we consider them we need to consider a bit more 
what the economic impact would be. Then we can have 
a well-founded discussion. What this government will 
certainly do is keep open that option. As the prime 
minister said, we will decide then on the facts not now on 
a hunch. That, incidentally, is the formula Norman 
Lamont negotiated when he was chancellor.” 


Hurd’s remarkable international reputation as a foreign 
minister has lost some of its lustre owing to the tactical 


we have no interest in the failure of the IGC because we 
want a Europe which is not always looking at its own 
entrails.” 

On one issue Britain hopes to steal a march. Hurd says: 
“I hope that in the next week or so we can produce some 
ideas on defence. No one else has yet done that, and | 
hope we can be the first in the field. Nato is the 
foundation of our defence. But we want to clarify how 
Europe can do more in the kind of tasks where Euro- 
peans might want to act even if the Americans didn't. 


“We do need to bring some ciarity—-some practicality— 
to the theory that we need to keep close to Nato (as the 
foundation of our security) but, at the same time, we 
need to work out ways that foreign policy decisions by 
the 15 can be translated into defence action by the 
Western European Union.” 


What of the controversial ideas put forward by Karl 
Lamers, the close adviser to Chancellor Helmut Kohl? 
According to Hurd: “The difficulty about the Lamers 
document is this concept of the hard core which we and 
the present French government reject. We believe it is 
too inflexible. With the hard core it is always the same 
counties that would be going ahead, whereas at the 
moment there is flexibility. 


“On defence you have some countries going ahead, while 
you have others like Ireland and Austria keeping their 
neutrality. 
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“On the Schengen open-borders accord, continental 
countries are going ahead while Britain stays out because 
we are an island.” 

Despite admitting that there is disenchantment with 
Brussels, the -ninister plays down the importance of 


First, they feel that the Commission is too obstructive 
and over-regulates. Sccond, they feel Britain tends to be 
worsted in negotiation and that Britain keeps to the rules 
and others break them with impunity. There is an 
element of myth and exaggeration in both these points 
but they are strongly felt.” 


Generally, however, Europe is a matter for “anguished 
the grassroots,” he says. 

So dees Britain need a referendum to resolve the divi- 
sions over Europe? Hurd says: “I don't think the IGC 
will produce a huge constitutional change. Therefore, I 
don’t think it will justify a referendum in British terms. 
If, contrary to that view, there were some huge constitu- 
tional outcome to the conference the prime minister has 
said there might need to be one. 


“On a single currency, parliament nearer to the time will 
have to decide. I wouldn't like to say now that there 
should be a referendum. But it's possibic.” 


Northern Ireland Minister Tries to Reassure 
Unionists 


MS2402104595 London ITV Television Network in 
English 1900 GMT 23 Feb 95 


[Interview with Michael Ancram, Northern Irelai.d Min- 
ister, by Tanya Sillem; Ancram in Belfast, Sillem in 
London; from the “Channel Four” newscast—tive] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] [Sillem] Mr Ancram what did 
you make of David Ervine’s [Leader Progressive 
Unionist Party] comments there, that if Colonel Al- 
Qadhdhafi had armed the Loyalisi para-militaries as well 
as the Repubiicans this would have been a well-balanced 
document? 


[Ancram] Well I have to say I disagree with that because 
I think it is a wel! balanced document. If you look at all 
the three parts of it, and I think we've been concentrating 
possibly on one part at the expense of others, but the 
constitutional arrangements I think deo actually give 
great assurance to the existence of Northern Ireland 
within the Union so long as that is the wish of the 
majority of the people here, and there's ne reason to 
think that that will change in the near or even medium or 
distant future. The second part is of course our own 
proposals for an assembly. We've had a lack of demo- 
cratically accountable institutions in Northern Ireland 
for some 25 years. That is being proposed to be given 
back to them in a way that Unionists have asked us to do 
for a very long time. 
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[Sillem] Which part of the document do you think you 
might have concentrated on too much, because the 
Unionists are in no doubt about what they think on that 
scale? 

[Ancram] Weil I think there has oven 2 lot of concentra- 
tion on what are called the Strand Two element, that is 


looking at practical areas which are of mutual benefit to 
do together North and South, and to create a structure 
structure is very carefully designed so that i *« ti ited in 
the way that it can operate, it can only «xy«nd or 
increase its areas with which it can deal by th: ment 
of the assembly which then be ir place im ¢‘cn>ern 


and I think the lesson of the last 24 hours is that it is a 
very complex document. We need to take time for people 


ny ———2—— 
of their objection is that in some 


ot ee tne eh We want 
come in to talk about them, to bring their own 
bs, Waten ont exataun thes Gio ta Ge only Gap fe 
chic Go conctal tnnes Utah bane to bo cdinnnd en 
be addressed, we're .aying i/ you've got better ideas bring 
them to us, let's see them. At the end of the day the test 
has got to be broad-spread agreement if any set of 
proposals is going to work. 

[Sillem] Are you confident that you'll carry the Unionists 
with you in the vote next week on Europe tha) Labor are 


i 


[Ancrar:j i caz’t speak of that because that must be a 
matter obviously for the Unionisis, but what I would say 
to the Unionists is that there is a lot of room for dialogue 
and discussion, l hope that they will come and discuss 
the proposals they've put on the table, which tend to 


[Sillem}] Ken Maginnis (Ulster Unionist MP] has said 
this evening that he'd never rulled out voting against the 
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Government. Isn't this rather a high risk strategy for the 
Prime Minister to be pursuing? 

[Ancram] Well I think my task is to try and ensure that 
Unionists, so far as I can possibly do, understand the 
document, understand what we're trying to do, and 
understand too that what we are saying to them is that if 
you've got better ideas, bring them to us, let's talk about 
them. At the end of the day both the Unionists and all 
the other parties, and the Government know that no 
solution is going to work in Northern Ireland unless it's 
by agreement, and so what we are looking for is the ways 
in which we actually achieve that agreement. 

{[Sillem] But after two years of thrashing out the Frame- 
work Document, as far as it has reached this stage, don’t 
you consider it rather a risk that the Government might 
actually fall over the issue of Europe, I mean isn’t that 
rather a high risk strategy? 


[Ancram] No, what we've done in terms of the document 
is that the two Governments have put their heads 
together and it’s a shared understanding of where we 
think in the essential areas which have to be addressed, 
we might at the end of the ¢ay find agreement. But as I 
say, if other parties say to us they heve other views and 
better ways of achieving that agreement, we would be 
delighted to hear. 


[Sillem] Mr Ancram thank you very much. 


Framework Document Seen as ‘Precursor to 
United Ireland’ 


MS2402103195 London THE INDEPENDENT in 
English 24 Feb 95 p 18 


[Editorial by Peter Robinson, deputy leader of Demo- 
cratic Unionist Party: “Dagger in a Friend's Hand™] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] The people I represent, more 
than any others, deserve peace and stability. They are the 
most wronged, persecuted and vilified people in the 
civilised world. For a quarter of a century, they have 
refused to bow to terrorism and many have paid for it 
with their life's blood. They have been bombed and shot 
at, bullied and blackmailed, yet even in their darkest 
hour, they held on to their cherished membership of the 
British family. 

Being British, for them, was nc nominal condition. Their 
citizenship was under attack, but that danger only caused 
them to cling more tightly to their Britishness. A dagger 
wielded by the hand of a friend is the crueliest cut of all 
and they now see, once again, a Tory Prime Minister 
betraying loyal Uister. 


The process is clear. It is to bring about a United Ireland, 
incrementally and by stealth. This week's published 
Framework Document offers no Union-strengthening 
option. It is entirely a nationalist agenda for bringing 
about a united Ireland. We are told rejection of this 
proposal could end the peace process. As if we, who have 
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been the victims of violence, would be responsible for 
the terrorists starting up again because we refuse to 
surrender. 

Politicians have a duty to talk, but it would be an 
irresponsible politician who would sit down at a negoti- 
ating tzble if the agenda excluded any outcome that 
would be satisfactory to those he represents. It would be 
an even more foolish politician who world sit down at a 
previously pledged themselves to a predetermined out- 
come. 


For the Unionist community of Northern Ireland, this 
document confirms their worst fears—that they are no 
longer wanted and that their Government no longer has 
any selfish, strategic or economic interest in therm. 


I do not point an accusing finger at Gerry Adams, John 
Hume or John Bruton. They are acting out their repub- 
lican role. Just as a dog barks and a pig grunts I expect 
nothing else from them, but when I hear John Major 
proclaim that he is a Unionist while taking an axe to the 
root of the Union, I find it hard to come to terms with 
such nauseating hypocrisy. Mr Major's framework is for 
an ali-Ireland structure with executive power, which will 
be a precursor to a united Ireland. © 

Mr Major knows the principle behind this proposal 
well—it is based on the European modus operandi. Just 
as in the EU, two territories are brought together and in 
a number of practical, functional ways, they are treated 
as one. 


They are told that it is for economic reasons or for better 
CO- operation, but the truth is that it is to bring about a 
political union. I trust that those in the Tory party who 
would give their last drop of blood in the fight against 

union will show no less vigour in defending the 
rights of loyal Uister. 


Hurd Discusses Austrian Relations, European 
Security 


AU2302174195 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 
23 Feb 95 p 3 


[Interview with British Foreign Secretary Douglas Hurd 
by Doris Kraus; place and date not given: “If One Takes 
a Big Jump, One Might End Up in the Mud”) 


[FBIS Translated Texi] [Kraus] On 27 February you will 
visit Austria for the first time since we became full 
members of the European Union. Do you share Prime 
Minister Major's opinion whereby the European family 
would be incomplete withou: Austria? 

[Hurd] Of course. I see a very important role for Austria 
in a Europe of 15 countries, especially when it comes to 
preparations for a Europe of 20 or even more countries. 
In the new, changed situation, Austria can help us in the 
West interpret the developments taking place in Central 
and East European countries. 
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[Kraus] Are there any spheres in Anglo-Austrian rela- 
tions that you think could be improved? 


{Hurd} More British firms could play an active role in 
Austria. We are very interested in the Austrian privati- 
zation pcogram and in taking part in a major project like 
the Brenner Tunnel. Right now we occupy 3 percent of 
the Austrian market, and we want to increase this to 7 
percent by the year 2000. 


[Kraus] But there are a few topics on which Great Britain 
and Austria do not necessarily agree. Neutrality is one of 
them. What course would you recommend to Austria so 
that it can keep its neutrality on the one hand and 
become a full member of the European security system 
on the other? 


{Hurd] Austria must solve this problem itself. Neutrality 
is a good example of the necessary flexibility on the part 
of the EU, which Prime Minister Major keeps calling for. 
Finland, Sweden, and Austria are traditionally neutral. I 
see no reason why this should change. What we must sort 
out is a common European foreign policy and the 
implementation of tasks, via the West European Union 
[WEU], that require the use of weapons. I would like to 
see Austria play as energetic an observer role in the WEU 
as possible, and I hope we find a way of taking part in 
specific operations. That does not mean NATO mem- 
bership. 


{Kraus} Can you see Austria becoming a member of 
NATO without joining the WEU beforehand? 


[Hurd] I can imagine that in theory, although in practice 
membership of both organizations is parallel. What is 
certainly not possible is full membership of the WEU 
without NATO membership. 


[Kraus] The whole of European security policy is rather 
in need of clarification right now. 


[Hurd] That is correct. The Maastricht Treaty laid down 
good principles, but we have not put them into practice 
yet. We British are about to present a few ideas on this 


subject. 


[Kraus] Do you think it will be necessary to overhaul the 
entire security system at the 1996 government confer- 
ence? 
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[Hurd] No, but it will be necessary to patch up a few 
holes, such as the chasm between a common foreign 
policy on the one hand and the necessary military 
support on the other; or between, on the one hand, the 
concept of joint special task forces acopted at last year’s 
NATO summit, and, on the other hand, the WEU. 


[Kraus] Do you support the idea of NATO playing a 
wider role, with political and economic aspects? 
[Hurd] No, that would mean a watering-down of NATO. 
NATO is a common security organization, and we all 
live more safely because of it. But of course NATO is 
going to expand eastward, just like the EU. That will be 
our main task in the coming years. Partnership for Peace 
[PFP] is a prelude to this. However, we in NATO must 
also decide how fast we want the security guarantees 
contained in paragraph 5 to be extended to the cast. 


[Kraus] What do you think of Russian ambitions to join 
NATO according to the “French pattern”? 


[Hurd] I do not think that is realistic. We need a special 
relationship betwecn the West and Russia based on PFP, 
the EU, the relationship with the United States, and the 
OSCE [Organization on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe]. But Andrey Kozyrev is right to demand more 
cooperation. However, the Chechen question must be 
resolved first. 


[Kraus] Another topic—quite 2 different one—on which 
Austria and Great Britain hold divergent views is the 
economic and monetary union. Austria would like to 
join the “inner circle” as soon as it comes into existence, 
but Great Britain prefers not to do so. 


(Hurd] We do not think this will really be possible before 
1996-1997 because the Maastricht convergence criteria 
will not have been fulfilled by then. We all agree that 
these criteria should not be watered down. Great Britain 
is fulfiliing these criteria because we have a healthy 
economy. But we will postpone a decision until 1999, 
and probably even later. At the 1996 government con- 
ference, all the EU countries will have to pay a little more 
attention to public opinion. It is wrong to talk of a “giant 
leap forwards” when one can end up in the mud. 

If, contrary to expectations, the 1996 conference con- 
cludes that there is a need for wide-reaching constitu- 
tional reforms, a referendum would be necessary. As for 
a referendum on monetary union, we should wait and 
see. 
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Spring Cites Commitment to Joint Framework Document 
MS2202154195 London BBC Television Network in 

English 1300 GMT 22 Feb 95 

{Interview with Dick Spring, Irish Foreign Minister, by 
John Tusa; Spring in Belfast, Tusa in London; for the 
“One o'clock” newscast—live] 

[FBIS Transcribed Text] [Tusa] Mr Spring can you deliver 
your government on that crucial, historic, constitutional 
claim to Northern Ireland? 

[Spring] Yes, I believe we can certainly deliver our govern- 
ment. | would hope that we can deliver the other parties in 
the Dial area as well, and ultimately the people. We obvi- 
ously have some explaining to do in relation to the prepa- 
ration for the constitution referendum, but I think we have 
the time to do that, and I certainly feel we can deliver on our 
side of the bargain in the context of the overall package we 
released todav. 


[Tusa] But of course the other side of the bargain is in a 
sense, it’s certainly just as tricky, that nothing can force 
anybody in the North to take part in a cooperative way in a 
North-South body? 


[Spring] Yes I think all aspects of this framework document 
in fact as you say are quite tricky, but we must look at it and 
consider it in its totality and. There are demands being 
made on both traditions in Northern Ireland, demands on 
both Governments, and we deliver all of them I think we 
can succeed in what we're setting out to do. 


[Tusa] Does Dublin have any sort of sanction whatever 
towards the North to get the North to engage actively in this 
North-South body, because they could just sit there and do 
nothing, couldn’t they? 

[Spring] I don't *elieve that we have a sanction or have 
sought a sanction. Obviously we have been working through 
the Anglo-Irish conference in recent years, that would still 
be available to us, but I would hope that the Parties in 
Northern Ireland would come to the table in a constructive 
manner and deliver on, or build on peace that we now have 
on this island. 

[Tusa] You accept this is going to be a long process of 
discussion and negotiation? 


[Spring] I do actually, and ironically I was here ir 1985 at 
the signing of the Anglo-Irish agreement, and I spent the last 
number of years immersed in the politics of Northern 
Ireland, but I think it’s worth it in the end. There is a huge 
prize to be one at the end of this process, and in that respect 
I think it beholds to all of us to continue the work that we 
have been doing. 


[Tusa] Mr Spring, thank you very much. 


Breton: Constitutional Change Depends on Agreement 
MS2302132895 London ITV Television Network in 
English 1900 GMT 22 Feb 95 


{Interview with John Bruton, Irish Prime Minister, by 
Tanya Sillem; Bruton in Dublin, Sillem in London; for 
the “Channel Four” news—live] 


IRELAND i 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] [Sillem] Taoiseach [Prime Min- 
ister] articles two and three first, can you clarify whether the 
ee Cae ae Sages aiyeny, or Saatar 
conditional on talks going well? 


[Bruton] It’s conditional on talks leading to an agreement. 


[Sillem] Are you convinced that you can carry the Irish 
people with you on this question, because we were hearing 
earlier from people in Dublin that they thought they 
shouldn't give up their claim to the North? 


[Bruton] If there’s a balanced agreement which makes 
Nationalists who live in Mortnern Ireland feel that they are 
completely at home there, and that they are fully accepted 
there, and that their Irish loyalty is just as accepted as their 
British loyalty of their neighbors, the Unionists, if that sort 
of settlement is agreed, there will be no problem persuading 
the people here to change our constitution to take out the 
territorial claim. 

{[Sillem] We were also hearing earlier from a lawyer in 
Dublin, who was saying it was his belief that you'd need a 
separ ite referendum on the question of the joint authority? 


[Bruton] There is no joint authority. 

[Sillem] But if there were to be... 

[Bruton, interrupting] There isn’t. 

[Sillem] But there is a possibility of a joint body. 


[Bruton] Oh yes, that’s different, but there’s no joint 
authority. This is a body which would be undertaking 
delegated, I emphasize delegated executive functions and 
certain harmonizing functions. I don’t believe myself that 
there would be a need to change our constitution to provide 
for that delegation of power or responsibility, because each 
step of the way would have to be taken by agreement, in 
other words if we were not happy, or if the Northern Ireland 
people were not happy on a particular decision, either one of 
them could stop it. So I don’t think that would create any 
need to change our constitution, but if it does, we can do 
that, but I don’t think it will. 


[Sillem] Paragraph 20 of this document states that the 
British Government has no strategic interest and won't 
prejudice moves towards a united Ireland should things go 
that way. Does this mean, in your view, that Britain no 
longer supports the Union? 


[Bruton] It means that Britain is willing to accept a majority 
decision in Northern Ireland, to opt for a united Ireland if 
that’s what the majority or a majority want in Northern 
Ireland. But equally the Irish Government is saying that we 
will accept the majority decision of the people of Northern 
Ireland, too, and if they want to stay with the United 
Kingdom, if they want to stay part of Britain, we'll accept 
that also. So there’s one commitment, if you like, balancing 
the other. 


[Sillem] Are you depressed at the reaction you've had from 
Unionists today? 
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[Bruton] Well they haven't really had much chance to read 
the document in full. Up to now they have only had leaked 
versions in circulation, and I think only the Unionist people 
will recogn‘ze...[transmission breaks] 


Braton: Framework Document Implications for Ulster 
MS2402134095 Belfast BELFAST TELEGRAPH in 
English 23 Feb 95 p 8 


[Report on interview with Irish prime minister John 
Bruton, by Mark Simpson; date and place not given] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] John Bruton believes it is time for 
Northern Ireland parties to reach out beyond their own 
constituencies. 

The Taoiseach’s [Prime Minister] message to unionists, 
loyalists, nationalists and republican: is: “There's no point 
putting forward proposals which will satisfy your own 
constituents. We'll go nowhere with that formula.” 


Mr Bruton is keen to meet unionists. 


“I'd be delighted to meet them to put across my point of 
view and to listen more importantly to their point of view,” 
he said. 


And the Fine Gael leader believes it’s time for the British 
Government to drop their ban on Ministerial contact with 
Sinn Fein. 


He understands why this would be hurtful to some, but said 
it was time to move on. 


The questions posed to the Taoiseach, and his answers, are 
listed below. 


Q: Do the Framework proposals bring Northern Ireland 
closer to a lasting peace? 


A: I think the problem has been that the different parties 
have been unwilling to bring forward proposals that would 
satisfy the other parties. 


Everybody has been looking after their own corner and, not 
coming forward with ideas which are designed to help the 
other side. 


Unionist have not been putting forward proposals to satisfy 
nationalists and vice versa. The excuse that has been used 
for this is that the Governments hadn't put their ideas on 
the table. Now that excuse has gone. 


It’s up to unionists, for exampie, if they don't like something 
in the framework document to say ‘OK here are our ideas 
and they are better in the following respects and will satisfy 
nationalists better than what's contained in the framework 
document’. Now that’s the important test. 


Unionist proposals must be ones that will satisfy national- 
ists. Nationalist proposals must be ones that will satisfy 
unionists. There’s no point putting forward proposals which 
will satisfy your own constituents. We'll go nowhere with 
that formuia. 
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What the framework document does is attempt to put 
forward a balanced approach, satisfying both nationalist 
and unionist needs. 

Q: Are you prepared to put your views on the Framework 
Document directly to Ian Paisley and Jim Molyneaux? 


A: I'd be delighted to meet them to put across my point of 
view and to listen more importantly to their point of view. 


I want to hear their point of view not just on the needs and 
fears of unionists but how they believe nationalists can be 
made to feel completely at home, completely valued in 
Northern Ireland because until nationalists feel this then the 
union or any other constitutional position isn’t secure. 
Security doesn’t come from a Westminster statute, security 
doesn’t come from changes in the Irish constitution, it 
doesn’t come from any bit of paper. 

Security comes from your neighbour, if he or she is of a 
different religion or political persuasion to you, feeling just 
as happy as you are about the arrangements. 

That’s what the framework document is trying to achieve to 
create that human sense of security. 

Q: Should British Government ministers be talking to Sinn 
Fein? 

A: Yes. John Major knows my views. I respect his concern, 
He’s concerned about the views of the unionist community 


who feel that they have been at the receiving end of IRA 
violence for 25 years. 


Now it took Sinn Fein and the IRA about eight years to shift 
their thinking from support for a united Ireland to support 
for a political approach. 


You can’t expect the hurt that the unionist community feel 
about what they see as Sinn Fein-IRA’s record evaporate in 
a matter of weeks. 


That is obviously one of the reasons why the British Gov- 
ernment has a problem meeting with Sinn Fein at ministe- 
rial level. I understand it, it’s a legitimate point of view, but 
I think the time has actually come now to change it. 


Q: Do you think there will be a united Ireland in your 
lifetime? 


A: Personally I don’t think in those terms at all. I think this 
idea of territory and looking for a territorial unity with one 
flag flying over X number of acres is not what the whole 
game is about. 


The game is about making people happy. We've got to reach 
a situation where it's possible for one person on one street in 
Belfast to say ‘I am British and I'm at home here’ and 
another person two doors up to say ‘I’m Irish and I’m at 
home here too’. 

That's what we've got to achieve and indeed someone who 


is British wants to live in Dublin they should also feel that 
they can be fully British and live in Dublin. 
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Daily: French Spy Affair “Stroke of Lack’ for 
Balladur 


AU2402110695 Duesseldorf HANDELSBLATT in 
German 24-25 Feb 95 p 2 


[Commentary by Joachim Dorfs: “Change in Topics”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Paris—The espionage affair 
betwecn Paris and Washington is an embarrassment for 
French Prime Minister Edouard Balladur and his inte- 
rior minister, Charles Pasqua. For both top politicians, it 
must be unpleasant that a highly confidential and explo- 
sive report by the French counterintelligence organiza- 
tion DST [Directorate for Territorial Oversight] was 
leaked to the newspaper LE MONDE, which quoted 
extensively from this report. 


The report casts a bright light on the activities of 
foreign—including friendly—intelligence services in 
France. One can assume that neither such reperts nor the 
activities described in them are something unusual— 
neither in France nor in other Western states However, 
the leak, which is embarrassing for the prime minister 
and the interior minister—be it in the DST or in one of 
the ministries—might have serious consequences for 
French-U:S. relations, which were rather free of tensions 
in recent years. 


Much now depends on the reaction by the U.S. Admin- 
istration in Washington, because the French intelligence 
service DGSE [General Directorate for External Secu- 
rity] itself is not considered to be particularly squeamish 
in procuring information in friendly countries. Report- 
edly, in the 1980’s the DGSE had informers in the top 
echelons of U.S. corporations such as Boeing, Texas 
Instruments, or Corning Glass. In 1993, the U.S. intel- 
ligence service CIA warned 49 U.S. aviation, armament, 
and high-technology companies of attempts by French 
agents to get company secrets. And only recently did 
Texas Instruments and the French computer corporation 
Bull quarrel in court about the origin of a microchip. 


One must see Balladur’s reaction against this back- 
ground, a reaction with which he is trying to play down 
the affair as an incident “hat happens regularly on both 
sides of the Atlantic.” However, if Washington were to 
repay in kind, this would probably make quite a splash, 
which might put a lasting strain on the relations between 
the two countries. 


However, the matter may be a stroke of luck for Balla- 
dur, the election campaigner. Over the past few days, the 
still most promising candidate for the succession of 
President Francois Mitterrand has come under consid- 
erable domestic pressure because of a bugging affair that 
hit the headlines. In this connection, Interior Minister 
Pasqua has reportedly offered Balladur his resignation. 
There are already opinion polls that see Socialist Lionel 
Jospin as the favorite for the first ballot. 


“Agenda setting” is what communication experts call the 
steering of public interest toward certain issues. One can 


AU2302165095 Bonn BULLETIN in German No. 
12/16 Feb 96 pp 96-98 


[Text of speech by Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel at the 
European Security Policy Meeting in Munich on 5 
February 1995: “A Fair and Durable Peace System for 
All of Europe”’} 


[FBIS Translated Text] Not for the first time in this 
century are we facing the challenge of setting up a fair 
and durable peace system in Europe; today, however, we 
have, for the first time, the chance to include all of 
Europe in this new peace system. 

For this we do not have to reinvent the basic structures 
of European security—the North Atlantic Alliance and 
European Union. I believe that the impression that the 
alliance must seek new challenges in order to be able to 
justify its further existence is wrong. It would be a fatal 
mistake to believe that the question of European security 
has been solved for good after the end of the great 
confrontation and that the United States could end its 
commitment in and for Europe. No, the presence of the 
United States as an anchor of stability in Europe is the 
condition for us to be able to develop a promising policy 
of peace-securing for all of Europe. 


The key to half a century of peace, democracy, and 
prosperity in Western Europe lies in the interrelations 
between the vital national interests of the EU member 
states and the Atlantic Alliance that has grown over the 
years. Interrelation of interests means: the prosperity of 
France, Britain, or the United States is essential for our 
own prosperity, too. The national security of our part- 
ners is of central interest for Germany, and vice versa. 


For the future, this means: a peace system based on 
democracy and the market economy for ali of Europe 
will be possible only when we also incorporate the 
reformist countries in Central and East Europe into this 

strategy of interrelations of interests. This constitutes a 

triple challenge: 

—We must expand the EU toward the east so that 
growth and prosperity can offer the foundation for 
political stability there, too; 

—We must expand NATO to the east, because without 
external security there cannot be economic develop- 
ment; 


—We must shape relations with Russia and the other 
successor states to the Soviet Union in a constructive 
way. 


My political concept for this is based on nine eaten 
which I would like to describe briefly: 
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First: Even in the 21st century, NATO remains the 
central element for European security. How vital NATO 
is today is reflected not least by the great interest in 
membership displayed by the countries of Central and 
Eastern Europe. Now as then, the central function of the 
alliance, namely being absolutely able to defend itself 
jointly against any remaining threats, is indispensable. 
Second: The processes of NATO and EU extension must 
be elements of a single concept. Differing speeds are 
possible; yet within an extended EU there should not be 
zones of differing security. The extension of the EU and 
NATO cannot be achieved by the stroke of a pen: The 
thing to do is to creais the interrelations between eco- 
nomic and security-politica! interests also with the future 
members in a longer-term process. 


The future EU and NATO members have great expecta- 
tions, but so do we. Democracy and the market economy 
must be firmly established in the countries seeking 
membership. They must noi carry any unsolved territo- 
rial conflicts or minority problems into the alliance. And 
they must be ready to participate constructively in the 
development of an all-European peace system. The same 
rights and guarantees as well as duties that apply for the 
“old” NATO members must also «pply for the countries 
joining the alliance. 

Third: Our objective remains to prevent a new frontline 
from ever again running through the European continent 
and divide it. Since l January the EU shares 1,200 km of 
borders with Russia. Russia remains the greatest military 
power on our continent. It will be possible to implement 
a peace system for all of Europe only with and not 
against Russia. However, there cannot be a Russian veto 
right. The expansion of the EU and NATO has been 
decided in principle. It is also in Russia’s interest that 
this process of expansion takes place in a cooperative 
and evolutionary way and that it is not marked by 
confrontation. 


We are pursuing a dual strategy: We complement the 
policy of expansion by the offer for comprehensive 
cooperation with the countries that will not or cannot 
join. Even today, we offer Russia a security partnership 
with NATO, an economic partnership with the EU, and 
a political partnership in the circle of the G-7. We must 
further develop the strategic partnership with Russia 
hand in hand with the expansion of NATO and raise it to 
a new level of quality. However, it must be clear that 
democracy and human rights belong to the fundamental 
principles for a lasting and confidential partnership, 
even with Russia. What course the process of NATO 
expansion and cooperation between East and West will 
ultimately take also depends on Russia’s behavior. Rus- 
sia’s action in Chechnya has strained bilateral and mul- 
tilateral relations—also in the sphere of security policy. 
Cooperation is not a one-way street, and Russia must 
also comply with the agreed rules of the game. 


Fourth: A European peace system is inconceivable 
without operational all-European institutions of cooper- 
ative security. Therefore, we want to develop further the 
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OSCE [Organization on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe] to an organization of cooperative security in all 
of Europe and strengthen it. This must be promoted 
complementary to the process of expansion. As far as 
strengthening the OSCE is concerned, last year I sub- 
mitted concrete proposals thai are being discussed in 
Vienna. 
We must not forget that the OSCE does not only create 
the rules of how the countries dea! with one another but 
also sets standards for how a state deals with its citizens. 
In Chechnya, Russia has violated human rights and 
international law and also infringed on OSCE principles. 
Those who think today that internal problems could be 
solved through the massive use o: military force are 
= Human rights are today no longer an “internal 
if 


Fifth: For me, the vision of a united Europe is not 
completed until economic and monetary union and 
political union have become a reality. Yet, political 
union is inconceivable without a joint identity in for- 
eign, security, and ultimately, also defense policy. Our 
objective, therefore, is to develop further the Western 
European Union [WEU] as the EU’s defensive compo- 
nent. We want to establish a network between European 
military capacities in the WEU and in the Alliance. One 
example of this is the Eurocorps, which has been estab- 
lished upon a Franco-German initiative. 


The WEU must take over an operational role as an 
instrument of joint foreign and security policy of the EU. 
A first example here is the WEU’s police support for the 
administration of Mostar. Important future spheres of 
action of the WEU may be the military crisis manage- 
ment on behalf of the EU, but also the development of a 
joint European armament policy, for example. 


Sixth: The proliferation of nuclear arms and launcher 
systems is today one of the great dangers for mankind. 
The Alliance must face up to the challenge posed by 
proliferation with great commitment. Many people are 
unaware of the fact that we owe it to the Alliance to an 
essential extent that an arms race in weapons of mass 
destruction has been prevented in Europe in the past few 
decades. All members of the Alliance have a vital interest 
in the success of non-proliferation. At the upcoming 
conference of states in New York we will advocate 
together the unconditional and unlimited éxtension of 
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. 


Seventh: Challenges for European security evolve not 
only in the east but also in the south. By the year 2035, 
some 400 million people will live in the southern and 
eastern Mediterranean countries. Unless it is possible to 
give the young people in these countries hope for jobs 
and a future, the example of Algeria could be followed in 
other places. The region as a whole must be stabilized 
through help for self-help, free trade for necessary eco- 
nomic modernization, and it must be integrated politi- 
cally into our efforts for non-proliferation. Here too, the 
point is to interconnect interests. We must not make the 
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mistake and declare Islam as our enemy. We do not need 
the conflict between the civilizations but dialogue. 
Eighth: NATO has become the most successful military 
alliance in world history because its credibility is based 
on the safe awareness of shared interests and shared 
values. NATO’s ability to act is based on the solidarity of 
its members. We Germans know that we will be able to 
preserve the basis of our security only when we are ready 
to show solidarity toward our partners in a world situa- 
tion that will change in the future. The Federal Consti- 
tutional Court ruling of 21 July 1994 has created the 
necessary room for it. 


Since the beginning of the year Germany has been a 
non-permanent member of the UN Security Council. 
During his visit two weeks ago, I told Secretary General 
Butrus-Ghali that Germany supports the concept of 
stand-by arrangements and is, in principle, ready to 
contribute to it with German armed forces. We will assist 
our partners with the instruments of the Bundeswehr if 
one day we were to be asked—which we do not want—to 
cover the withdrawal of the UNPROFOR [UN Protec- 
tion Force]. 


Ninth: Europe and the United States are not only a 
defense community but also a cultural community. Like 
many other people on both sides of the Atlantic, Henry 
Kissinger is right in calling for a new ouality in Euro- 
pean-American relations, which will have to have a 
stronger political and economic component in the 
future. We should have the guts to set ourselves the 
creation of a transatlantic single market as a long-term 
objective. 


Ladies and gentlemen; in 1967, almost three decades 
ago, a report named after the then Belgian foreign 
minister, Harmel, defined the creation of a durable and 
fair peace system for Europe as the supreme political 
objective of the Alliance. Twenty-eight years later, the 
Alliance has today achieved only half of the objective it 
set itself in the Harmel Report. We are in a stage that is 
decisive for the future security system of Europe. We 
must make our peoples aware of the undiminished 
importance of the Alliance. We should use the paper on 
NATO expansion as decided by the Alliance to continue 
the Harmel Report and define the challenges of the 
extended Alliance in a new all-European security system 
in the long term. 


Bundeswehr Plans To Close Over 20 Military 


AU2302130895 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG 
in German 23 Feb 95 p 2 


[“eli” report: “Bundeswehr Closes More Than 20 
Posts”) 


[FBIS Translated Text] Bonn—After months of plan- 
ning, the Defense Ministry has prepared the biggest 
reform of the armed forces since the founding of the 
Bundeswehr and now plans to bring about a political 
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vote on closing more than 20 military posts. In a several- 
hour conference with the Defense Ministry state secre- 
taries, Inspector Generel Klaus Naumann, and the 
inspectors of the individual branches on Tuesday [21 
February], Defense Minister Volker Ruehe (Christian 
Democratic Union) set down the basic line of the new 
structure and ordered the utmost secrecy regarding 
closing the military posts. The land governments and 
Bundestag are to be briefed in the next few weeks. One 
may expeci considerable resistance from regions from 
which the Bundeswehr is to withdraw. 


The Army, which will be reduced by abont 23,000 men 
over the next few years, is affected most by the reform 
and must accept massive structural changes. According 
to the plans, which have not yet been officially con- 
firmed, structures the size of a complete division will be 
taken out, that is, a division staff and two brigade staffs. 
In this connection, it is considered extremely likely that 
the staff of the 6th Tank Grenadier Division in Kiel will 
be disbanded. All other division staffs are considered 
inviolable because of multinational interlacement. In 
eastern Germany there will be no cutbacks, Ruche 
stressed repeatedly. ’ 


Together with the division, the Defense District Com- 
mand in Kiel would also be disbanded. Its tasks could 
then be taken over either by the Defense District Com- 
mand in Hannover of the Command in Neubranden- 
burg. Since Ruehe has great affinity with the troops in 
eastern Germany, it is considered likely that Neubran- 
denburg will be the solution. In addition, this could give 
rise to a comprehensive east German-west German 
administrative structure for the first time. The plans will 
be discussed in the Defense Committee on 15 March. 


Basic French, German Difference on EU Viewed 


95EN0112A Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 18 Jan 95 p 3 


{Commentary by Michael Stabenov: “Sand in the Gears 
of German-French Cooperation?”] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Strassburg, 17 Jan—How the 
times have changed in the “Palaise de l’Europe”: when 
French President Mitterrand spoke before the European 
Parliament on 24 May 1984, it still numbered 434 
members from 10 member states. Since the accession of 
Sweden, Finland, and Austria at the beginning of the 
year, there are 626 members from 15 countries. Anyone 
who experienced Mitterrand in his Strassburg speech 
just under 11 years ago could clearly sense the changed 
mood on Tuesday. In those days, Mitterrand’s speech 
marked the beginning of comprehensive reforms, which 
led to the Uniform European Act in 1985 to realize the 
internal market and to the Maastricht Treat on the EU in 
1991. The address on Tuesday [17 January], on the other 
hand, may have confirmed the skeptics who see the 
community at the beginning of a lengthy phase of stag- 
nation with respect to integration and the German- 
French relationship as facing a severe test. 
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In 1984, with the recognition of a substantial rejection of 
the unanimity requirement and the fundamenta! agree- 
ment to a draft “Treaty for the Establishment of a 
European Union” passed by the parliament in February 
1984, Mitterrand had not just given the start signal for 
the reform of the Treaties of Rome. Accordingly, France 
was counting on the development and the strengthening 
of the community and wanted to extend the treaties to 
other fields. Under the applause of the deputies, Mitter- 
rand had said at that time: “Political Europe is au 
example of this. France, ladies and gentlemen, is pre- 
pared to take this step.” At that time, the Italian deputy 
Spinelli, the author of the Strassburg draft treaty ori- 
ented toward a federal state, shouted enthusiastically: “A 
new chapter is beginning.” 

And today? On Tuesday, Mitterrand left no doubt that 
he considers the European build-up to be unfinished. In 
his one-hour address, in which he put a great deal of 
emphasis on th: cultural identity of Europe, he spoke of 
necessary progress in foreign policy and in internal 
security. To the extent that Europe is strengthened, the 
European Parliament must also receive more rights. 
With respect to the shape of the reforms, however, 
Mitterrand did not go into more detail. He told the 
deputies that the coming generations must see the 
securing of peace as their primary task. “Nationalism 
means war,” he cried at the end of his speech, which 
Parliament President Haensch calls thrilling. The deputy 
from the CDU [Christian Democratic Union] von 
Wogau, who had also experienced Mitterrand back in 
1984, says that it is also the leave-taking of someone who 
along with Federal Chancellor Kohl did much to 
advance the community. 


Despite all the vows of allegiance, it appears that some 
sand has gotten into the German-French gears. On both 
sides of the Rhine, they are having a hard time dealing 
with the consequences cf German unification and the 
end of the communist regime in Eastern Europe for the 
community. The demand by Paris for a balanced rela- 
tionship between Brussels’ policy for the east and its 
Mediterranean policy is symptomatic for the uneasiness. 
Nor is there any shortage of squabbles in the daily 
routine of the EU. The banana-market regulations 
passed at the urging of Paris are an example of this, as is 
the financing of trans-European traffic networks or the 
dispute about minimum quotas for the transmission of 


European programs on television. 


Differences are now becoming apparent in the prepara- 
tion for the government conference in 1996 for the 
review of the Maastricht Treaty. They also involve 
something fundamental: Should the EU take an inter- 
state path or a community path in the secc ad and third 
pillar—that of the Joint Foreign and Security Policy 
(Gasp) as well as internal and legal policy? How do 
things stand with respect to the federal orientation of 
Europe? Should the parliament get more rights? Should 
the commission, as is often heard in Paris, receive orders 
from the governments? 
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In their joint statement published in this newspaper last 
Thursday, the foreign ministers Juppe and Kinkel 
expressed their confidence that Bonn and Paris will agree 
on a common approach despite “differences in their 
initial positions”: “France and Germany have the duty 
and the will to be the motor of the process of European 
integration in the future as well.” Asked about the 
differences on another occasion in Brussels that same 
day, Juppe responded evasively. Natura!ly, he said, not 
everyone is of his opinion but the cooperation is 
working. It will be so in the future as well, regardless of 
the results in the coming presidential election: “This will 
not eau to any upheavals in European policy,” Juppe 
predicted. 

And a member of Prime Minister Balladur’s staff also 
played down differences recently when he said: “‘People 
are only trying to point out difficulties without saying 
that an agreement will finally be reached.” The cooper- 
ation with Bonn is necessary but is not sufficient for the 
further development of Europe. Behind this is not just 
the recognition established over five decades that 
progress in integration required German-French mutu- 
ality. One must not get the impression that there is a 
“directorate” in Europe. 


Such statements raise hopes in Great Britain. Foreign 
Minister Hurd recently pointed out that Paris and 
London are agreeing on European policy more and more. 
Both have rejected the turn toward a federally oriented 
“European core” favored by the CDU-politicians Schae- 
uble and Lamers. Neither France nor Great Britain 
wants to do away with the traditional “national state.” 
After all, it is the conviction of both governments that a 
“good European” is not only characterized by the fact 
that he believes in the benefit of a steady transfer of 
powers to a central European executive or a central 
European Parliament. 


The neo-Gaullist presidential candidate Chirac, Balla- 
dur’s rival to succeed Mitterrand, sees France as already 
in the position of a mediator between Germany and 
Great Britain. He wants to bring the concepts of the 
three states to a common denominaior and to take a 
course of “reason” at the coming government confer- 
ence. And Foreign Minister Juppe, who supports 
Chirac’s candidacy, also leaves no doubt that despite the 
inglorious role of the community in the Balkans and 
elsewhere for the time being foreign and security policy 
as well as internal and legal policy must remain the 
domain of international cooperation. 


Just as Balladur, Juppe also rejects the proposals from 
the CDU/CSU [Christian Social Union] on the establish- 
ment of a “hard core” of member states that would take 
the lead on the path of integration. Juppe opposes that 
with a concept of “reinforced solidarities” (solidarites 
renforcees) under which certain states of the EU could 
cooperate more closely in currency and security policy. 
But there ought not to be any closed core of member 
states. Balladur pleads for a model of “circles” within 
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which a limited number of member states—certainly of 
There is a realization on both sides of the Rhine that 
France and Germany can achieve something in Europe 
only if they pull together. But their basic ideas on the 
long-term objectives of unification are increasingly 
divergent. 


Expert Cited on EU Energy Needs, Problems 
95EN0106A Duesseldorf HANDELSBLATT in German 
16 Jan 95 p 19 


[Article by Heinz Juergen Schuermann: “Heavy Depen- 
dence on imports in the Expanded EU”’] 


{FBIS Translated Text] Cologne, 14/15 Jan—Energy 
supnly data for the individual EU member states differ 
markex'ly. Regulative policy models and organizational 
structures in the energy sector also differ widely. 
Although no separate energy section was agreed upon in 
the Maastricht Treaty, international relations within the 
EU are making headway. For the Federal Republic, with 
its interparty dissent in the area of energy policy and its 
growing dependence on imports, the removal of obsta- 
cles to integration offers considerable advantages. For 
instance, it will allow the development of low-cost, 
reliable sources of supply. 


Dr. Hans-Wilhelm Schiffer, former official in the Fed- 
eral Ministry for the Environment and in the Federal 
Ministry of Economics, currently head of the depart- 
ment on “Priority Reporting and the Energy Industry” at 
the RWE subsidiary Rheinbraun AG in Cologne, com- 
mented on the importance of the Internal Market for 
energy in the scope of the world economy. This manager 
from Cologne is convinced that although there are still 
many stumbling blocks to be cleared away along the path 
to the Common Market, this will allow the development 
of flexible and efficient adaptation potential. 


The EU, which grew to 15 states with the start of the year 
1995, contributes over 30 percent of global economic 
output. The Community is home to 370 million people, 
or 6.6 percent of the world’s population. Approximately 
1.9 billion tons of coal units (SKE) are consumed fr: 
primary energy purposes. This amounts to one-sixth of 
the worldwide consumption of energy, Schiffer explains. 


Relatively Efficient Utilization 


The per capita consumption of energy in the EU, at 5.1 
tons SKE per year, is far above the worldwide average of 
around 2 tons SKE per year. Taking into account the 
goods and services that are generated at this rate of 
consumption, however, this utilization can be consid- 
ered efficient; the share of the 15 member states in world 
energy consumption, at just under 17 percent, is only a 
little more than half as high as the EU's contribution to 
worldwide gross domestic product. 
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In the course of the EU's expansion, the EU share of 
(domestic) energy production for total primary energy 
consumption has remained unchanged, at 51.4 percent. 
In accordance with Schiffer’s projections, nuclear energy 
has been termed a domestic energy source, due to the 
favorable storage options for uranium. The expanded 
EU contributes 8.5 percent of global energy production. 
The Community is considered the most important net 
importer of energy in the world, far ahead of Japan and 
the United States. This position as largest buyer on the 
world market applies equally to all fossil fuels, including 
oil, natural gas, and coal. 


Schiffer notes that the energy supply structures in the 
individual EU member states differ widely. The Federa! 
Repvblic, with its level of dependence upon energy 
imports at 53 percent, is somewhat above the EU 
average, which is just under 49 percent. If nuclear energy 
were to be classified as an import energy, then Ger- 
many’s share of net imports as a part of total energy 
consumption would be 68 percent; the comparative 
value in the EU average is 63 percent. 


The uneven distribution of energy resources in the 
Community is one of the most important factors in the 
structuring of national energy consumption based on 
energy sources. According to Schiffer, this becomes 
especially clear when the Netherlands is viewed as an 
example. There, almost half of total primary energy 
consumption needs are met with natural gas. In France 
and Sweden nuclear energy is of primary im»ortance. In 
the remaining EU member states, mineral oil is at the 
top of the energy consumption scale, far ahead of all 
oiher sources. 


Vhe energy consumption structure based on individual 
production sources is as follows: mineral oil, 43 percent; 
natural gas, 20 percent: nuclear energy, 15 percent: coal, 
14 percent; lignite, 5 percent; hydroelectric power and 
other energy sources, 3 percent. The German energy mix 
differs from Ei! average amounts primarily in lignite— 
share approxima'‘ely 9 percentage points higher—and in 
nuclear energv— share contributed approximately 5 per- 
centage points lower. 


The per-capita consumption of energy in the Federal 
Republic, at 5.9 tons SKE, is almost 16 percent above the 
EU reference amount. Schiffer qualifies this finding, 
however, this does not, under any circumstances, indi- 
cate a lower level of energy efficiency or a higher level of 
waste in this country. Instead, the differing climatic 
conditions must be considered; in addition, the per- 
capita economic output provided differs among the 
individual member states. The Rheinbraun manager 
emphasizes that in the area of primary energy consump- 
tion per unit of gross domestic product the Federal 
Republic is not among the top group, but is in the EU 
average range. 

Germany Dominates in Lignite 


Germany accounts for around 80 percent of lignite 
extraction within the EU. The Federal Republic and 
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Great Britain are the most important coal producers in 
the Community. In 1993, according to Schiffer, these 
two countries accounted for over 85 percent—divided 
about equally—of the total production of coal in the EU. 
In Germany coal is mined only on the surface, while in 
Great Britain both deep mining and surface mining 
operations are run. The Netherlands (40 percent) and 
Great Britain (34 percent) are the largest gas producers 
in the Community. Eighty percent of the oil extr...ted in 
the EU comes from Great Britain. With a 46 percent 
share in Community-wide generation of electricity, 
France is the top nuclear energy producer in the EU. 


National electricity generation structures differ substan- 
tially. Because of low-cost imported coal, Danish elec- 
tncity generation shows the highest share of coal use. 
Belgium and France depend primarily on nuclear power 
for the production of electricity. In Italy and Portugal oil 
plays an important role in electricity generation. In the 
Netherlands a high share of gas used for electricity 
supply is characteristic. A relatively high share of coal is 
used in British and Irish electricity generation. In 
Greece, lignite dominates. In contrast, in Germany and 
in Spain mixtures are relatively well-balanced with con- 
tributions of coal, lignite, and nuclear energy. 


Currently under dispute in Brussels is the introduction 
of a combined CO,/energy tax. To Schiffer, however, 
this dispute comes as no surprise. This is because the 
load variants originally discussed in Brussels would have 
increased electricity generating costs in Greece, Den- 
mark, Ireland, Germany, and Great Britain at an above 
average rate. In contrast, they would have provided great 
advantages for the three new members Austria, Sweden, 
and Finland, and above all for France. 


At the end of the chain of price increases, the tax rate 
imposed on French electricity would have been only half 
as high as that imposed upon electricity produced in 
Germany. Schiffer warns that this would have essentially 
set out in program form a new billion-mark location 
disadvantage. The integration of national energy indus- 
tries in the EU cannot be linked with rejections via 
taxation levels that have not been clearly thought out. In 
addition, national basic data must be harmonized 
overall to enable the full utilization of the advantages of 


integration. 


FDP Criticism of Coalition Tax Policy Voiced 


9SENO106B Duesseldorf HANDELSBLATT in German 
16 Jan 95 p 4 


[Article by Peter Heinacher and Thomas Linke: “Reduce 
Solidarity Surcharge by 1997 at the Latest— 
Conversation With Deputy Party Chief Wolfgang Ger- 
hardt”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Bonn, 14/15 Jan—The head of 
the liberals in Hessen, Wolfgang Gerhardt, has categor- 
ically dismissed speculations that he hopes to replace 
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Party Chief Kinkel by the time of the FDP [Free Dem- 
ocratic Party] party conference in June. In a conversa- 
tion with HANDELSBLATT he emphasized that his 
party must move away from discussions over personnel 
and concentrate on the Landtag elections in Hessen and 
North Rhine-Westphalia. “Because if we do not win in 
both elections we will no ionger need to concern our- 
selves with candidates for the party chairmanship,” 
explained the top liberal. 


Regarding the national liberal theses of the Berlin FDP 
group under the former Attorney General of the Federai 
Supreme Court Alexander von Stahl, Gerhardt said he 
rejects that course, “in that it is not concerned with the 
idea of a market economy.” Although the FDP has 
always had individual members and local associations 
that have held views on issues of domestic policy that 
differed from the official party line, he said that the 
majority of FDP members do not wish to be guided into 
a conservative corner out of some “notion of moder- 
nity,” as von Stahl and his group are proposing, for 
instance, in issues of women’s policy or the nation. 
Gerhardt: “That is not intellectual enough and is too 
limited.” 


Tax Policy: Gerhardt says there are substantial differ- 
ences between the FDP and the union, the FDP’s coali- 
tion partner in Bonn and its intended partner in Hessen, 
in the area of tax policy. The proposal forwarded by 
CDU [Christian Democratic Union] General Secretary 
Peter Hintze to limit the splitting advantage for married 
couples without children is rejected by the FDP deputy 
in its current form. “That move was premature and was 
made too rapidly,” says Gerhardt. The splitting advan- 
tage has its legal basis and cannot be arbitrarily altered. 


Gerhardt says he was “astonished” that the federal 
minister of finance “saddled” the budget with “billions 
more” for the equalization of family burdens at the 
closed meeting of the CSU [Christian Social Union] land 
group, in which the children’s allowance for social insur- 
ance and the children’s tax allowance would be increased 
more than was originally planned. Gerhardt criticized 
Waigel for not simultaneously presenting proposals 
regarding how to cover the costs of this. “If there is 
actually any room to maneuver financially, priority must 
be on research, education, and sciences.” 


Gerhardt stressed that he is thoroughly prepared for the 
eventuality that the solidarity surcharge could have 
negative consequences for the CDU and the FDP in the 
Hessen Landtag elections. However, people seem to keep 
forgetting that the SPD [Social Democratic Party of 
Germany] voted in favor of the solidarity surcharge. 


Naturally “the entire issue” is oppressive “for a tax 
reduction party like the FDP.” Gerhardt strongly sup- 
ports the idea of reducing or eliminating the solidarity 
surcharge as rapidly as possible: “I believe it is possible 
that we will be able to effect a reduction in the solidarity 
surcharge no later than the year 1997.” 
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Coal Tax: The FDP politician emphasized that following 
the decision of the Federal Constitutional Court 

ing coal tax there must be renewed discussion on 
the level of coal subsidies agreed upon in 1994. He 
continues to believe that coal subsidies must be lower 
than previously agreed-upon levels. 


He called emphatically for the debate over the level of 
coal subsidies to be included in the energy consensus 
negotiations. The “most critical issue” in these talks is 
an understan/iing regarding the future of the peaceful use 
of nuclear ervergy. He remains firm in his belief that it is 
currently impossible to complctely do without nuclear 
energy. “We in Germany must retain the basic ability to 
utilize this technology. We need the option of nuclear 
energy.” Gerhardt stressed that the FDP will not back 
away from this fundamental position. 

Privatization: The FDP politician called firmly for inten- 
sified cfforts in the realm of privatizations. If the FDP is 
elected to participate in the governing of Hessen he plans 
to launch a new initiative to promote ‘he sale of Hessen’s 
50-percent holding in the Frankfurt airport. The realm of 
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savings banks would also be included in these privatiza- 
tion efforts. Gerhardt called for an opening up of options 
for the investment of privaie capital in savings banks. 
“On the whole this would represent a gain for the entire 
savings bank organization.” 


Shop Closing Hours: Gerhardt also revealed substantial 
differences with its coalition partner in Bonn on this 
issue. He said he was “amazed” at statements made by 
Union economics expert Haung, who spoke out in favor 
of a relaxation of shop ciosing hours after the union had 
already “filed away” the general decision of the cabinet 
regarding a softening of shop closing hours. 


Policy on Foreigners: In Gerhardt’s view, the FDP did 
not achieve its optimum goals in the coalition negotia- 
tions. He accused the CDU of reacting to the i i 
migration movement (oo inflexibly and without a pian. 
Gerhardt: “In spite of this we are a predictable coalition 
partner. And we expect this in return from the unijon on 
other issues, such as tax policy. There will be no varying 
majorities.” 
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US. Officer Expulsions, Even’s Seen 
Alleged U.S. ‘Acts of Interference’ 


BR2302154895 Paris LE MONDE in Fremch 23 Feb 95 
p? 


[Report by Edwy Plenel: “Paris Denounces CIA Espio- 
nage in Franceꝰ] 


[FBIS Translated Text) In a letter sent to the president 
the interior min‘ster notified Francois Mitterrand of acts 
of interference committed by the CIA in France. Twice 
summoned by [Interior Minister] Charlies Pasqua—on 
26 January and 3 February—ithe U.S. ambassador in 
Paris was firmly requesied to repatriate five American 
nationals which the DST [National Intelligence Dircc- 
torate] considered to be CIA agents, four of whom have 
diplomatic status. According to the French counterespi- 
onage service, over the past two years the Americans 
sought to recruit ministerial staff members and engaged 
not only in economic espionage, but also political intel- 
ligence-gathering. The U.S. Embassy refused to com- 
ment, calling this information “speculation.” 


The French Government recently informed the U.S. 
authorities that five of their nationals residing in France, 
four of whom work at the U.S. Embassy in Paris, must 
shortly leave France. These five American citizens, 
which the DST says are employees of the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency (CIA), are suspected by the French coun- 
terespionage service of committing “acts of interfer- 
ence,” namely attempting to recruit senior French civil 
servants. This information, obtained from official 
French sources, has been called “speculation” by the 
U.S. Embassy in Paris, where all questions are being met 
with a “no comment.” 


The diplomatic consequences of this action, which the 
Quai d'Orsay [French Foreign Ministry] called a 
“signal” sent to Washington, appear to have been taken 
into account by Paris, which—in an unprecedented 
move—opted to make it public, thus breaking with the 
customary discretion among supposedly allied countries. 
At both the Foreign Ministry and the Interior Ministry, 
it was felt to be of urgent importance to let the United 
States know that its industrial, economic, and political 
espionage had to stop. The same sources said that there 
is no hiding the fact that this is a “riposte” to the U.S. 
secret services by France which was accused of similar 
practices on U.S. territory. 


Ambassador Surmmoned 


In a letter dated 18 February Charles Pasqua officially 
informed the president about this matter. “A long and 
detailed investigation by the DST,” the interior minister 
wrote, “made it possible to ascertain that acts of inter- 
ference had been committed by the American intelli- 
gence service against a senior French civil servant. I have 
informed the U.S. ambassador in Paris of this, whom | 
told in the firmest terms that these actions could not be 
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tolerated and that those persons committing these 
actions could not remain on French territory.” 


On 26 January Pamela Harriman, the U.S. ambassador 
in Paris, was summoned by Mr. Pasqua to Place Beau- 


— See Sa See ee 


agent, but operating under “clandestine cover,” 
year mgm Spey AP ces Magy 


time on 10 February, aking her to "quickly end the 
residence in France of the five people targeted. In fact, 
on Tuesday 21 February at around 1930, three of the 
Americans targeted were still on the Embassy's tele- 
phone list in Avenue Gabriel. The at their 
Green offices were not answered. At the telephone of the 
man who is felt by the DST to be the CIA head of station, 
his secretary—after getting information on the matter—- 
replied that he was “absent for the day.” On the other 
hand, for one of the persons targeted, the Embassy 
operator said that she “no longer worked there” and that 
she recently “had been removed from the phone list.” 


According to the DST investigation, which has been 
carried out since 1992 with the heip of senior French 
civil servants who agreed to pretend that they had gone 
over to the American side, the CIA did not restrict itself 
in its “objectives” to traditional intelligence-gathering 
on “advanced technologies, space, arms, aeronautics, 
physics and chemistry, new materials, and biotechnol- 
ogy. ” According to the summary note sent by the French 
counterespionage service, “undercover research is con- 
centrated mainly on French domestic policy and on the 
main lines of our country’s economic and trade policy, 
especially in the audiovisual and telecommunication 
fields.” The DST added: “The methods used range from 
Overt attempts to exert influence to the clandestine 
hiring of agents. The public services, the circles of 
politicians’ advisers, and ministerial staff have all been 
singled out for special attention.” 


France highlights three cases to justify its exasperation 
with Washington. In all three cases, French nationals 
approached by the CIA are said to have agreed to work 
for the DST in order to “trap” the Americans-—which 
would explain the absence of judicial proceedings. The 
first case concerns a member of the State Council who 
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was also a town councillor. He was contacted as early as 
1992 by am American woman “working for the CIA in 
Paris” who herself had past ties with a member of a 
French ministerial team at the start of the eighties. The 
senior civil servant approached by the CIA moved high 
up in the circles of the new government after the victory 
of the right in 1993. He was i to Prime Minister 
Edouard Balladur’s office on 1 April 1993 but was soon 
relieved of his position as a technical adviser on 13 April. 
According to the DST, “this civil servant then met in 
secret on seven occasions with a CIA officer sent from 
Brussels and operating under an assumed name.” He was 
ask to suppiy, for money, “precise information with 
particular respect to the GATT talks” which pitted 
France against the United States in 1993. Moreover, he 
is said to have been subjected to a “specialist interroga- 
tion by a female CIA analyst also operating under an 
assumed name.” This affair, where the Frenchman was 
something of a “scapegoat” for the DST only ended in 
1994. 


The second case which appears more important concerns 
the attempt at recruiting another senior civil servant who 
was the member of the personal staff of former Commu- 
nications Minister Alain Carignon until he left the gov- 
ernment in the summer of 1994. As a technical adviser 
he had been charged with the “cable, satellite, and 
production” dossiers. Introduced to two CIA officers 
between 1990 and 1992 by an American diplomat, he 
was led, again according to the DST, “into a clandestine 
scheme whereby he was paid for information relating to 
the audiovisual and telecommunications section of 
GATT.” This case was apparently only halted very 
recently when the French Government chose to go onto 
the diplomatic offensive. 


Eighty U.S. Agents 


The third case concerns a technician in France Tele- 
com’s International Services and Networks Department. 
It is claimed that he was recruited by a CIA officer after 
having been—to use the counterespionage term— 
“cultivated” for several years by a member of the U.S. 
Embassy in Paris. He was thus asked to “sell technical 
documents and information on France Telecom's inter- 
national structures and networks in exchange for money 
and valuable technical equipment.” He was moreover 
subjected to an “interrogation” by a CIA officer. The 
technician's case was heard by the DST on 27 January— 
the day after the meeting between Mr. Pasqua and Mrs. 
Harriman—whereupon this case was closed. 


In its plea to the Balladur government in an attempt to 
convince it of the need to send a clear “signal” to the 
Americans, the DST presented various pieces of evi- 


photographs 

the French nationals who had been approached, signa- 
tures in hotel registers, receipts for payments using credit 
cards drawn under a false name by the U.S. agents, the 
numbers of the 500 franc bank notes given to one of the 
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Questioned by LE MONDE on the evening of Tuesday 
21 February, the U.S. Embassy refused to comment, 
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{[Unattributed report: “Matignon Regrets Publicity of 
CIA Agents Affair’’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The Foreign Ministry and the 
Interior Ministry both confirmed yesterday evening that 


activities incompatible with their French residence 
status.” The affair had been revealed a few hours earlier 
by LE MONDE which stated that the Americans—one of 
whom is the CIA's head of station in Paris—stood 
accused by the DST [Directorate of Territorial Securi:y] 
of practicing espionage in hi-tech fields, French domestic 
policy, and in the audiovisual and telecommunications 


about the publicity given to the expulsions which should 
normally have been kept secret. Between allies this kind 
of thing should not become public knowledge. 


POS meee ene eens Seen eee ae 


not 
that it —— hat yh bed el 
of friendship that exist between France and the United 
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That was all but admitting that the Americans had not 
leaks from the Interior Ministry were damaging to French- 
U.S. relations. Some people voiced this fact last night and 
even expressed their dismay at seeing French domestic 
policy compromising French foreign policy. Even President 
Francois Mitterrand yesterday afternoon thought it best to 
praise the relations “at the highest level” between France 
anu the United States when he bestowed the Legion of 
Honor award on the American banker Felix Rohatyn in the 
presence of Pamela Harriman. However, the U.S. Ambas- 
sador slipped away discreetly before the end of the cere- 


Smoke Screen for Phone-Tap Affair 
BR2302152495 Paris LIBERATION in French 
23 Feb 95 p 2 


[Article by Jacques Amairic: “Clouding the Issue”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Changing the subject. That ploy is as 
old as the hills but it still works as well as ever, especially 
when the subject is a deep one. Exit stage right the 
Marecha!-Schuiler-Franquet-Pasqua ing} affair, enter 
the baddies, the CIA spies who unmasked by the brave boys 
of Edouard Balladur’s “fine interior minister,” the man 
who, according to the prime minister candidate, “plays and 
| eee ee 


Then, however, when French agents with no diplomatic or 
any other immunity were caught in the aci, they were not 
prosecuted or even expelled. 

This is the way the unwritten law on relations between allies 
works: They do not hesitate to obstruct each other behind 
the scenes, but they also wash their dirty linen behind closed 
doors so as not to do any lasting harm to 


Government can expedite an inquiry which will get to 
the very bottom of the origin of these leaks. 


That said, | would like to bring the matter down to its 


true proportions: In our opinion, it is obviously not of a 
kind to affect the quality of Franco-American relations, 
because these relations are determining ones. [end 


recording} 


‘Dispute’ Linked to Missile Contract 
ee Paris AFP in English 1001 GMT 23 
Feb 95 


[FBIS Transcribed Text} Paris, Feb 23 (AFP)—France's 
call for five U.S. nationals to leave France for alleged 
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Quotirg “good sources,” it said the head of France's 
intelligence service, the DST, met the head of the CIA 
three months ago to try to arrange the deal. 

In particular French intelligence chief Philippe Parant 
offered in a meeting with his U.S. counterpart James 
Woolsey to take no action against the five alleged CIA 
agents in France in exchange for a ceasefire over the 
Matra case. 


It quoted Parant as having requested that certain 
“offices” recently set up in Paris to harm French export 
interests be closed down. “In exchange, the French 
would not expel any American citizens,” it said. 

The Matra dispute centred on dual national William 
Lee, who holds both Taiwan and U.S. citizenship, who 
was ostensibly involved in a legal appeal over a merger 
between Matra and another company that had upset 
U.S. shareholders. 


French secret services had Lee trailed and uncovered 
that he was working for the U.S. secret services, and also 
for the Chinese, the Liberation report said, while noting 
that Lee has denied the accusation. 

“The aim of the operation was clear... by giving prefer- 
ence to the French... Tapei for the first time sidesteps 
U.S. industry... Washington and Beijing both have good 
reason to want to discredit the French manufacturer,” it 
said. 

The paper added that during the investigation into Lee, 
French i services had uncovered a “nebulous” 

network of and agents in Paris over the last 18 
months. 


It added that the CIA-DST deal over Matra seemed to be 
heading to a succesful conclusion. 


“A deal seemed to have been found with the CIA,” it 
said. “Until yesterday.” 


Europe To Avoid Clash With U.S. at G-7 Meeting 


BR2302144895 Paris LE MONDE in French 23 Feb 95 
pi7 


[Commentary by Caroline Monnot: “Europeans Wish 
To Avoid Confrontation With United States Over Tele- 
ications”) 


{[FBIS Translated Text] A few days before the official 
opening of the Brussels G-7 summit on 25-26 February, 
which will be devoted to “information highways,” the 
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allied itself with the American and is 
waiting for the green light from the FCC—the Federal 
Communications Commission—which for- 


stage, it will likely take up a lot of space in the corridors,” 
qualified, nevertheless, a French expert. 


Without counting on the fact that respect for cultural 
diversity, another subject in GATT and one for which 
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the European Union must work out a position by 3 April, 
is, in the same way as “fair competition,” seen by the 
Americans as a protectionist threat. 


“For the time being, they are accepting that it be part of the 
list of conclusions. It is a step forward. It is far from being 
established,” it was said in Paris. Weapons, however, have 
not been put away. The French, the Canadians, but also to 
a certain extent the British (“opposed to European audiovi- 
sual quotas because they are too rigid, but not necessarily 
opposed to more flexible preservation methods,” as a Brus- 
sels official explained) fear that Hollywood, but also multi- 
media program editors such as the frequently cited 
Microsoft, will impose a total domination of the produc- 
tions via the future superhighways. 


Transatlantic Antimissile Project Announced 
BR2302152595 Paris LE MONDE in French 22 Feb 95 
p4 


{Report by Jacques Isnard: “Euro-American Agreement 
for the Creation of a Joint Antimissile Missile System”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] On Monday, 20 February, France, 
the United States, Germany, and Italy signed in Bonn a 
joint statement of intent aimed at developing a ground- 
to-air defense system slated to replace, at the beginning of 
the next century, the Hawk missile, designed over 30 years 
ago by the Americans for the NATO countries. The prin- 
ciple of this agreement, which will have to be confirmed by 
votes in the parliaments of the nations involved and which 
represents an investment amounting to 200 billion francs, 
was concluded based on an equal distribution between the 
Americans (50 percent) and the Europeans (20 percent for 
France, 20 percent for Germany, and the remaining 10 
percent for Italy). 


Discussions began among the partners at the end of last 
year: The United States is looking for a successor to the 
Hawk and Patric. missiles with the technical assistance of 
groups like Hughes, Raytheon, Loral, or Honeywell, 
whereas the Europeans hope to organize around this anti- 
missile missile project an industrial group which brings 
together the firms Siemens and DASA (Germany), 
Thomson and Aerospatiale (France), or Alenia (Italy). 


Between 2005 and 2010 


The protocol established in Bonn involves a project called 
“Meads” (Medium Extended Air Defense System), 
involving a missile with a range of over 100 km with, for 
Europe alone, over 400 launchers and several thousand 
missiles. The system should be ready to go into service 
between 2005 and 2010. It is thus a medium-range ground- 
to-air system, directed mainly against aggression by means 
of so-called obsolete missiles, the same type which some 30 
second-rank countries of the world are able to manufacture 
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and which represent the most likely threat for the new 
millenium. From this point of view, Meads is a program 
aimed at limited protection of a theater of operations or 
ical, or even nuclear warheads. 

Such a prozram has nothing to do with the project, 
relaunched in the United States since the recent victory of 
the Republicans in Congress, of an antimissile shield 
inspired by the “star wars” favored by Ronald Reagan, 
whose characteristics, like its performance, are much more 
ambitious. The ican majority has asked for a dou- 
bling of credits from 1996 for this latter system. 

With regard to Europe, the Meads project is not a direct 
competitor—apart from the standpoint of the expenditures 
required by national budgets—of the Aster program 
launched jeintly by France and Italy (the Aerospatiale, 
Thomson, and Alenia groups), and which Germany has 
been invited to join. This system is shorter-range and 
multipurpose, capable of being mounted on land vehicles, 
fixed platforms, or warships. Nonetheless, in the discussion 
to be held among the government officials and manufac- 
turers of the countries participating in Meads, the Euro- 
peans’ technological capabilities, thanks to the Aster, will 
enable them to negotiate from a position of equal partners 
with their new transatlantic allies. 

Editorial Criticizes Russia's Serbian Policy 
BR2202160495 Paris LE MONDE in French 21 Feb 95 
p17 

[Editorial: “Russo-Serb Maneuvers”] 

[FBIS Translated Text] What game is Russia playing with 
the West? The indulgence which Moscow enjoys to settle the 
crisis in Chechnya in the most brutal manner does not 
presently seem to be repaid by either a less intransigent 
attitude toward NATO, nor a more loyal cooperation on 
former Yugoslavia. The statements made on Sunday [19 
February] in Belgrade by Russian Foreign Minister Andrey 
Kozyrev actually resemble a denial of the positions adopted 
jointly with the Europeans and the Americans last week in 
Paris. 

Last week, the countries represented in the contact group, 
including Russia, approved the French idea of proposing to 
Serbian President Slobodan Milosevic a lifting of the eco- 
nomic sanctions imposed on his country since 1992 as soon 
as he is willing to recognize the international borders of 
Croatia and Bosnia, i.e. to renounce, at least in theory, the 
formation of Greater Serbia. On a visit to Belgrade on 
Sunday, Andrey Kozyrev, who rejected this 
essentially deplored the West’s not beginning by lifting the 
embargo on Serbia before demanding anything else. 

To be sure, this double language is a specialty of the head of 
the Russian diplomacy. Nonetheless, Mr. Kozyrev is using it 


today at a particularly delicate moment: The 
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conditional suspension of the economic sanctions is the last 
lever which Western diplomacy feels it has available to try 
to eliminate the risk of a resumption of the war in Croatia 
and Bosnia. It is a difficult position to defend for the U.S. 
Administration, exposed to criticism from Congress and 
from those editorialists who already reproach it for ceding 
too much to the Serbian president, the main person respon- 
sible for unleashing the hostilities. The Russian minister's 
only objective during his stay in Belgrade seemed to be to 
encourage Mr. Milosevic to raise the bidding, to receive 
more from the West in exchange for playing the role of 
peacemaker which they now expect of him. 
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Paper Implicates Pasqua in Franco-Cl1A Affair 
BR2302150595 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 23 
Feb 95 pp 1, 8 


{Commentary by Bernardo Valli: “Intrigue on the 
Seine”) 

[FBIS Translated Text] The French Government's curt 
demand for five American officials—four of them dip- 
lomais—accused of espionage to leave Paris right away 
seems like an episode in a new kind of competition. 
Something rather like an inter-Western conflict that is 
taking the place of the Cold War. But apart from 
constituting a serious Franco-American incident, the 
business in Paris seems also to have a Franco-French 
aspect; in other words, it may have been prompted by 
one of the protagonists of the presidential campaign 
under way on the banks of the Seine. 


Election time is a favorable one for intrigues. In order to 
inake people forget about the scandals in which he is 
closely implicated and that threaten his position, the 
interior minister, the neo-Gaullist Charles Pasqua, sup- 
porter of Prime Minister Charles Balladur’s candidacy to 
the presidency, could have publicized this latest business 
in order to become the hero of an operation in defense of 
national interests. A battle against American high- 
handedness that would overshadow the insignificant 
electoral squabbles over the illegal phone taps with 
which he, Pasqua, is apparently not entirely uncon- 
nected. Suspicions abound, from the newspapers and the 
party secretariats. Paris is full of intrigues, at a time 
when such an important event as the appointment of a 
president of the Fifth Republic is in the offing. 


Let us try to clarify the first aspect of the matter, the 
Franco-American one. In 1993, then CIA chief James 
Woolsey explained to the Senate committee that wanted 
to make savings in the CIA budget following the collapse 
of the USSR that economic competition between allies 
was growing sharper and was bound to become more 
influential in determining the balance of forces between 
states. That was not difficult for Woolsey to forecast. 


At one time only Soviet spies caught red-handed or 
under suspicion were publicly denounced and subse- 
quently arrested, or expelled if protected by diplomatic 
immunity. Western agents serving in allied countries 
were asked very discreetly to leave if they carried out any 
illicit activities. Atlantic solidarity demanded secrecy, 
and continued to impose it until yesterday. It is Paris 
that violated it in a rather glaring manner, and Wash- 
ington did not welcome the gesture. 


The French Government did not “expel” the five offi- 
cials suspected of military, political, and above all indus- 
trial espionage: It confined itself to asking the American 
Government to “recall” them. This formal qualification 
detracts little from the gravity of the move; This, partly 
because the publicity given to it made the diplomatic 
protocol adopted insignificant. Nor can the announce- 
ment of the event be considered a coincidence, despite 
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the official regret expressed by Prime Minister Balladur 
after the visit—probably a rough one—from U.S. 
Ambassador Mrs. Pamela Harriman. 


Franco-American disputes over patents and discoveries 
in the technological and pharmaceutical fields or over 
the invasiveness of television soap operas and Holly- 
wood movies have often marked relations between Paris 
and Washington in recent years. The GATT negotiations 
in 1993 were experienced as a crucial battie for the 
survival of national agriculture and of French culture 
itself. In his public Prime Minister Balladur 
emphasizes the role that he performed in that context, 
when he defended national interests and won “the 
GATT war.” Perhaps it is no coincidence that the 
business of the five American officials accused of indus- 
trial espionage has emerged on the eve of the G-7 
meeting in Brussels on the “information highways” at 
which the Americans and French will confront each 
other. 


Within this wide context of international economic 
competition, there is the strictly Franco-French aspect. It 
is the interior minister that was behind the whole busi- 
ness of the American spy diplomats. In recent weeks he 
has been accused of ordering phone taps to hinder the 
judiciary’s investigation into illegal funding embar- 
rassing to the minister himself. In this situation, full of 
threats to his respectability, instead of keeping the busi- 
ness of the American diplomats secret, within obser- 
vance of the old solidarity between Atlantic allies, 
Charles Pasqua could have allowed the news to leak. 
Indeed, LE MONDE published long extracts from the 
inquiry. Pasqua’s aim could have been to show that his 
operations, and therefore the phone taps too, were 
designed primarily to protect national security. The rest 
is unimportant. But are relations between France and the 
United States really unimportant? Perhaps the prime 
minister disagrees with his interior minister. The latter is 
becoming more and more of an embarrassment to 
Edouard Balladur, as presidential candidate. 


Details of Dini’s Minibudget Reported 


LD2302131995 Rome RAI Televideo Teletext in Italian 
1244 GMT 23 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Here are some of the main 
measures from the minibudget approved this morning 
by the government. 

Gasoline: Both Super and Unleaded will go up by 110 
lira a liter as of midnight tonight. 


Electricity: Up by five lira per «Wh (except for poorer 
sections of society). 

VAT: The rate for some categories of goods will change. 
The structure of the rates will remain unchanged. 


Companies: Allowances on direct taxes will be cut down 
from 27 percent to 22 percent. 
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Privatization: The first part of the state hydrocarbon agency 
[ENT] will be put on the market as early as 1995. 


Berlusconi Dismisses Minibudget, Wants Election 
LD2302215395 Rome RAI Due Television Network in 
Italian 1845 GMT 23 Feb 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] [Announcer] A short time ago, 
Former Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi gave his reaction 
to the mini-budget. This is what he said: 

[Begin recording] [Correspondent] Will you vote for it? 
[Berlusconi] We must decide in party meetings that we will 
hold, but we will look at this mini-budget with a completely 
open mind and with our customary calm and responsibility. 
However, we are not happy about the overall situation. We 
are not receiving any answers to this situation, and we do 
not understand the wait for the one thing this country needs 
now: The fixing of a date when citizens can return to the 
ballot boxes and give the country back a government that 
will last five years and can in those years transform our 
country from what it is now—-with this continual need of 
mini-budgets that do not solve anything and with public 
finances in the red—into a country that at last becomes 
modern and can secure democracy, stability, and well-being. 
{end recording] 


General Election or ‘Revolution’ 
BR2302142395 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 23 
Feb 95 p § 


[Report by Vittorio Testa on remarks to journalists by 
Forza Italia leader Silvio Berlusconi in Rome on 22 
February: ““To The Polls in May, or a Revolution””] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Rome—{Correspondent} Mr. 
Berlusconi, you have called today for the regional and 
general elections to be held concurrently in April or May. 
What if your request is not granted? 


[Berlusconi] I do not want to imagine such a possibility. I 
hope, I continue to hope, indeed I wil not give up hoping 
that everybody will understand in the end that the only way 
to emerge from this dramatic crisis is by holding elections. 
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[Correspondent] And if in the end a general election is not 
held, to what tools will you resort? 


[Berlusconi] I think that out of all the possibilities, the most 
effective would be a call of “all out!” The Freedom Pole’s 
parliamentarians would leave the committees and abandon 
the [lower and upper] houses. 


[Correspondent] But the majority would sustain the govern- 
ment... 


[Berlusconi] That would be very serious, unacceptable. If 
that happens, there will be a revolution. [passage omitted] 


Poll: Prodi Leads Over Berlusconi 
BR2302121695 Rome L’UNITA in Italian 23 Feb 95 p 4 


{Unattributed report: “Polimedia Poll: Prodi Leads 
Over the Knight”’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] [Center-Left premiership candidate] 
Romano Prodi beats [Forza Italia leader] Silvio Berlusconi; a 
show-biz personality could get into the Palazzo Chigi [gov- 
emment seat]; parliament and the parties are not much 
loved; and the League is not heading for extinction. These 
are a few of the surprises contained in the results of a poll 
conducted by the Polimedia Institute on behalf of Marcello 
Veneziani’s ITALIA SETTIMANALE [Italy Weekly— 
right-wing magazine]. Some 54.3 percent of respondents feel 
that Romano Prodi would represent the country’s interests 
better than Silvio Berlusconi, who achieved 42.9 percent. 
This is one of the 21 answers to as many questions put to a 
sample of 1,400 people interviewed in the first two weeks of 
February. But Polimedia’s respondents are not without fer- 
tile imaginations and so 44.8 percent would be as happy with 
[TV personality] Pippo Baudo, while 30.3 percent would like 
[TV anchorman] Michele Santoro. Some 37.5 percent define 
themselves as right-wing, while 18.4 percent claim to belong 
to the center-Right, 4.8 percent to the center, 10.1 percent to 
the center-Left, and 28.2 to the Left. Some 40.4 percent feel 
that parliament as an institution does not represent the 
country, 20.5 percent feel that it is useless, and 35.2 feel 
percent that it is essential to democracy. 
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Gonzalez Refuses To Resign Following Vera’s Jailing 
BR2202132495 Madrid EL MUNDO in Spanish 
19 Feb 95 pp 1, 8 


[Report by Ana Romero: “Gonzalez Says That He Is Not 
Resigning Because There Is Nothing Proved Against 
Vera”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Managua—Yesterday, Felipe 
Gonzalez again hid behind the presumption of innocence in 
order to evade any political responsibility in the “GAL 
{Anti-Terrorist Liberation Groups] affair.” Gonzalez 
denied that the !atest jailings ordered by Garzon could cause 
his resignation. 


On the last day of the tour which has kept him in Central 
America for over a week, Gonzalez appeared before the 
press in Managua for the first time since the former secre- 
tary of “tate for security [Rafael Vera] was jailed. 


His view was the same view which he has invariably 
maintained with the eruption of other scandals; until there 
are convictions, there can be no political responsibilities. 


Or to put it another way: “I have no reason to resign because 
the presumption of innocence 1s the basis of the rule-of-law 
state,” and for the present, according to Felipe Gonzalez, 
there is nothing proved against Rafael Vera. 


The prime minister wound up his line of argument with an 
enigmatic remark: “If I have to resign, I will do so because 
of other things.” 


Gonzalez was also asked about the jailing of Ricardo Garcia 
Damborenea, the Guipuzcoa Socialists’ former secretary 
general, now in the People’s Party’s orbit. In this case, too, 
after expressing his respect for judicial decisions, the 
Spanish prime minister warned about what he called “par- 
allel trials” of people who have not yet been sentenced by 


final judgment. 


In this connection, he expressed regret that the opposition is 
using these cases as a political weapon. 


The prime minister used the same line of argument when 
asked about the lifting of the parliamentary immunity of 
Alfonso Guerra, former deputy prime minister and Spanish 
Socialist Workers Party deputy secretary general, in connec- 
tion with the so-called “Filesa affair,’ which, as EL 
MUNDO has reported, will be sought by Judge Marino 
Barbero next week. 


When asked about the People’s Party's and United Left's 
requests for explanations about the GAL in the Congress [of 
Deputies], Felipe Gonzalez referred to his periodic 
Wednesday appearances, lasting a quarter of an hour, which 
will be resumed next week, not without previously 
expressing regret that the opposition has not reached agree- 
ment on what formula to use for these parliamentary 
sessions. 
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Nevertheless, he pointed out that he intends to respond 
concerning the “GAL affair,” unless “the opposition repeat- 
edly uses these appearances within a political campaign.” In 
that event, he expressed his intention of ceasing to answer 
questions concerning the case during his Wednesday 
appearances. 


He also answered questions about what was discussed at the 
meeting with Jose Maria Aznar, albeit without specifying 
the actual contents, but making clear his intention of 
completing the current legislative term. 


Aznar: Garcia Imprisonment Setback for Government 
BR2202132795 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 
19 Feb 95 p 17 


[Unattributed report: “Aznar Wishes Damborenea Luck 
and Says that His Imprisonment Increases Gonzalez’ 
Responsibility”’] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Madrid—People’s Party Chairman 
Jose Maria Aznar yesterday wished Ricardo Garcia the 
former Bizcayan Socialists’ secretary general “the very best 
of luck” when it was announced by Judge Baltasar Garzon 
that he was to be imprisoned for his alleged involvement in 
the GAL [Anti-Terrorist Liberation Groups] activities. 


The People’s Party leader was speaking at a Madrid seminar 
on access to the labor market for young people organized by 
the Young European Democrats group. He reiterated how 
Damborenea was a former official in the Spanish Socialist 
Workers’ Party [PSOE] who was having to shoulder the 
blame for what occurred when he was in the party led by 
Felipe Gonzalez. He added: “That is why I have nothing 
more to add except to repeat what l said yesterday in 
Valencia, that the responsibility for the GAL conspiracy lies 
with the government and, objectively, the responsibility of 
the prime minister has increased alarmingly and consider- 
ably in these past hours.” 


Asked whether Damborenea’s imprisonment could affect 
the image of the People’s Party in the light of the public 
support the party had given the former Socialist leader, 
Aznar stressed “it does not affect it at all” and he went on to 
repeat that the events surrounding those who are impris- 
oned all correspond to the time they spend in the PSOE. He 
stressed: “Garcia Damborenea is a man who asks for the 
vote of whoever he wants and he must pay before justice for 
everything he is responsible for, and nothing more.” 


After again repeating his best wishes to Damborenea, the 
People’s Party president referred to the joint news confer- 
ence held on Friday [17 February] by former Interior 
Ministers Jose Barrionuevo and Jose Luis Corcuera in 
support of Rafael Vera. Aznar pointed out that he saw no 
signs of the PSOE behind the two ministers at this news 
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surprise to him that “the PSOE’s experts in maliciousness” 
could try to prove ideological links between Ricardo Garcia 


responsibility” to the People’s Party for what was happening. 


Alvarez Cascos, who yesterday held a number of working 
meetings with party leaders in Catalonia, told the EUROPA 
PRESS agency that “the imprisonment of Garcia Dambo- 
renea has to do with everything except his friendly relation- 
ship or political closeness to the People’s Party.” 

Alvarez Cascos added: “Judge Garzon, as far as 1 am aware, 
summoned Ricardo Garcia Damborenea to make a state- 
ment on his political responsibilities at the time when he 
was general secretary of the Bizcayan Socialists and for 
events that occurred at that time.” 


Serra: GAL Case Should Be Handled by France 


BR2302153795 Madrid EL MUNDO in Spanish 
22 Feb 95 p 8 


(Unattributed report: “Serra: ‘The Preliminary Investi- 
gations Into the GAL’s Should Be Carried Out, Were 
Carried Out, or Are Being Carried Out by France””’] 


{[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Madrid—The government has 
nothing to do with the “GAL affair” and considers that the 
investigation into this terrorist conspiracy falls almost 
exclusively under French jurisdiction. This is what Deputy 
Prime Minister Narcis Serra said yesterday at a working 
breakfast with members of the Association of Parliamentary 
Journalists (APP). 

Asked about the reopening of the main summary proceed- 
ings into the affair, Serra explained that “there are objective 
difficulties in investigating it because practically all of the 
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attacks were perpetrated in France and the preliminary 
investigations should be carried out, were carried out, or are 
being carried out by the French police, although I can assure 
you that (where we Spanish are concerned) we have coop- 
erated fully with the French police and the Interior Ministry 
also cooperated fully whenever the judiciary requested its 


assistance 


He also stressed on this point that the State Security Forces 
and Authorities have not only investigated the affair but 
they have “handed over to the judiciary people belonging to 
the GAL and who were sentenced and have served or are 
currently serving out their sentences.” 

With regard to the supposed links between the government 
and this terrorist band, the deputy prime minister stressed 
the well-known line that the executive “did not know of let 
alone shelter or finance any kind of illegal activity in the 
fight against terrorism.” He voiced his total confidence that 
“when the judiciary passes a sentence it will be clear that the 
government never financed or had anything to do with these 
activities.” 

He expressed the same conviction on the “innocence” of 
former Secretary of State for Security Rafael Vera who is in 
preventive custody for his supposed involvement in funding 
the kidnapping of Segundo Marey by the GAL. 


Serra said: “I am convinced that Rafael Vera’s actions as 
head of State Security were completely above board and not 
only is he clearly innocent but we will also again note his 
long years devoted to Spain and the effective fight he led 
against terrorism.” 

With regard to another affair related to this one, the deputy 
prime minister said that it was “falsifying Felipe Gonzalez’ 
position” to interpret his words in the debate on the state of 
the nation as attributing the creation of the counterterrorist 
groups to the Monarchy’s governments and those presided 
over by leaders of the former Union of the Democratic 
Center [UCD]. 


Nevertheless, Serra said that “action was taken against ETA 
on many occasions and not just during periods of Socialist 
government.” [passage omitted] 
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Denmark 
Folketing Debates EU Policy, Edinburgh 
Opt-Outs 


BR2302150795 Copenhagen INFORMATION 
in Danish 22 Feb 95 p 4 


[Report by Jens Reiermann: “Widespread Support for 
Nyrup Rasmussen’s EU Policy”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The Eastern European countries 
should be allowed into the EU’s warm embrace, even at 
the cost of Danish jobs and billions in subsidies, because 
EU subsidies for agriculture and for the steel and textile 
industries would then disappear. 


This was the conclusion after the Folketing’s EU debate 
on Tuesday. The Liberal Party, Conservative People’s 
Party, and Socialist People’s Party [SF] voted in favor of 
the Danish Government’s proposal to put EU enlarge- 
ment to include the Eastern European countries at the 
top of the agenda for the EU’s 1996 Intergovernmental 
Conference. The agenda stated that the government 
must work on the basis of the four Danish opt-outs in the 


Edinburgh agreement. 


The SF voted in favor of the agenda but did not want to 
.. Sign a document together with the Liberal Party, which 
according to the SF’s Steen Gade is holding the popula- 
tion at gunpoint in an attempt to get rid of the four 
opt-outs. Uffe Ellemann-Jensen said he wanted to see a 
referendum on the four opt-outs together with the results 
from the Intergovernmental Conference, in something 
that Steen Gade regards as an all-or-nothing showdown. 
The SF deputy does not think there should be a refer- 
endum on the opt-outs. 


The Unity List and the Progress Party voted against the 
government's proposed agenda. The two parties from the 
extremes of the political spectrum jointly tabled a pro- 
posal aimed at guaranteeing that the two opposition 
movements, the People’s Movement and the June Move- 
ment, will be involved in the preparations of the Danish 
draft agenda for the Intergovernmental Conference. 


EU enlargement to include the Eastern European countries 
has been placed on the agenda in order to safeguard 
stability and peace in Europe. This means that the desire to 
consolidate Danish security within a European context has 
displaced considerations concerned more with trade policy 
which often feature in the Danish EU debate. 

The new security policy dimensiion could not hide the 
disagreement surrounding the four opt-outs. The opt-out 
regarding Danish participation in the Western European 
Union [WEU] turned out to be the decisive point in that 
debate. 


“The WEU is not an alternative to NATO, but is 
intended as a solution for peacekeeping and humani- 
tarian assignments in Europe. NATO will remain our 
military guarantee,” the prime minister said. 
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So the WEU and NATO each have their tasks, and 
Nyrup said that this is a new reality about which Den- 
mark must reach a decision. 

Uffe Ellemann-Jensen said he found it absurd that 
Denmark should only participate in the WEU as an 
observer because of the four opt-outs, while the SF's 
Steen Gade said that Ellemann-Jensen’s stance was itself 
absurd. The Western European Union is still capable of 
bringing arguments to the boil. 


Economy Or Security 

The Social Democratic Party’s Ove Fich was angzy that 
Ellemann-Jensen had forgotten to take crucial account of 
employment and the environment. 


“There is no way of fulfilling any desires relating to 
employment and the environment in the absence of a 
stable European order,” Ellemann-Jensen said, before 
rattling off the list of security policy threats to stability in 
Europe. 

Steen Gade tried to extend the scope of security policy to 
include some kind of economic security policy. 

There is growing inequality in Europe, with the differ- 
ences between the standards of living in the East and 


West and mass unemployment. These factors constitute 
the greatest threat to stability, he said. 


Gade said he wanted to see better control over the single 
internal market with a view to safeguarding social and 
human rights and the working environment. 


Subsidiarity and The Social Dimension 
The Folketing was also split over the social question. 
Conservative Kent Kirk did not wish to see EU harmo- 
nization measures in the social sector. In line with the 
principle of subsidiarity, he suggested, the EU should 
only guarantee that no social dumping takes place. 
Otherwise it is the Folketing—and not the EU-~that 
should decide Danish social and employment policy. 
“I must remind the Folketing that the social dimension 
is linked to the implementation of the single market,” 
Ove Fich said. In his opinion the Conservatives now 
want to abandon the EU’s social dimension. 
The principle of subsidiarity has become a political hot 
potato, not just a consideration of national self- 
ination. 


Ahtisaari on European Security, EU Developments 
BR2302160095 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET 
in Swedish 22 Feb 95 p 7 


[Report by Gunn Gestrin: “A New Europe Has Been 
Born”] 
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{FBIS Translated Text] Paris—President Martti Ahti- 
saari emphasized yesterday in Paris that membership of 


security. 

Partnership for Peace program could be very useful, but 
it is insufficient for a number of countries who are 
applying for membership of NATO, the president said. 
The conditions necessary for greater security in Europe 
are, however, created through bilateral coniacts. The 
Finnish president was alludiung here to the signing of the 
European security pact in Paris in a month’s time. The 
pact owes its existence to an initiative by Prime Minister 
Edouard Balladur. 


As a member of the EU, Finland wants to build on its 
experience of Nordic cooperation and apply it in this new 
context, Ahtisaari also said. The president hopes that 
Nordic achievements can be maintained and developed 
insofar as they support the process of European integra- 
tion. According to Ahtisaari, our interests are concentrated 
on issues involving the environment, equal rights, con- 
sumer protection, labor and social welfare policy, as well as 


openness in the decisionmaking process. 


A new Europe has been born, Ahtisaari said. According 
to the president we should strive to expand cooperation 
so that it extends far beyond European borders. He 
spoke in support of cooperation stretching from the 
Atlantic to Vladivostok. In his speech to the French 
foreign , institute the president regretted that 
researchers and decisionmakers have not yet © ‘cceeded 
in reaching agreement on an interpretation of tne conse- 
quences of the end of the Cold War. This has a negative 
effect on our ability to cope with these changes. 
Ahtisaari quoted respected French journalist Raymond 
Aron, who 40 years ago characterized our century as the 
era of total war, which would end only with the fall of 
communism. The internal changes in some countries 
have also led to a revolution in international relations; in 
Europe military confrontation has been replaced by 
growing cooperation. 

Finland's fate has often been bound up with European 
changes, Ahtisaari said, and here France has played an 
important role, from our point of view. According to the 
president's interpretation, the only lasting result from 
the alliance between Napoleon and [Czar] Alexander I in 
Tilsit in 1807 was the rise of the Finnish nation-state. 


Ahtisaari the Diplomat 


Ahtisaari, who has been introduced to the French public 
through his background as an international mediator, 
said that European nations had failed in preventing 
conflicts, especially in former Yugoslavia and in the 
Caucasus. France had nevertheless made major contri- 
butions in this area, and Finland was also participating 
in these efforts as well. 
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The Finnish president described neighboring Russia as 
both a European and a Eurasian state of continuing 
importance. In spite of its current difficulties Ahtisaari 
sees encouraging signs of a gradual process of social and 
political stabilization, as well as economic developments 
for the better in our neighboring country. 


President Ahtisaari assured his audience that EU mem- 
bership has considerable importance for Finland from a 
security standpoint. We are ready to participate in 
ae the common foreign and security policy 
within the EU; at the intergovernmental conference in 
1996 we are prepared to discuss the advantages and 
obligations of military cooperation. 
Ahtisaari summed up what he wants for the EU by 
saying that the Union must be effective, democratic, and 
open, as well as remaining a union of independent states. 
The EU should also be open to change and to the rest of 
the world. Finland has approved the political objectives 
of the Maastricht Treaty, but there is no final plan for the 
Union or for our part of the world as a whole. 


Daily Views Possible OSCE Role in Chechnya 


95ENOIISA Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 11 Jan 95 p 2 


[{Editorial: “Organization for Security and Cooperation 
in Europe in Chechnya”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] The Committee for Foreign and 
Security Policy of the Finnish Government announced 
at the beginning of the week that it will support the 
OSCE +s [Organization for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe, efforts to promote a resolution of the Chechnya 
crisis. 


What might be under discussion? One cannot say that it is 
nothing at al. On Tuesday a representative of the OSCE 
visited Moscayw for the second time. On Thursday the 
Organization’} permanent committee will deal with 
Chechnya in Vienna. The European Union is seeking means 
to influence ‘he Chechnya crisis precisely through the 
OSCE. A special meeting is thus not under consideration. 


OSCE’s position is still ambiguous. Russia's actions in 
Chechnya grossly violate several of its principles. By 
rights the OSCE, as the guardian of human rights and 
monitor of European security, should be accorded the 
main role in alleviating the crisis. 


Practice is something else again. In the first place, the 
OSCE does not have effective tools. Its decisions are 
made by a consensus of 53 countries, which is awkward 
to obtain. It does not have the power to restrain at all a 
large member country in a matter that that country has 
declared to be purely an internal affair. 


This time, however, the question is not one of OSCE 
weakness. 
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There is no desire to use even its limited resources. 
Although there is an attempt to influence Russia, the 
final burning of diplomatic bridges is being avoided. 

Least of all is there a desire to increase the danger of 
a disintegration in a nuciear-armed giant 
country that already is feared to be teetering on the verge 
of anarchy. Even if the OSCE had the power, it obviously 
does not want to make use of it now. 


Government Presents Austere Election- Year 


Budget 
95ENO0115B Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 11 Jan 95 p 6 


[Article by Katri Peltola: “Eduskunta Begirs Final 
Reading of Budget Unenthusiastically,; Government 
Promises Only Additional Savings”) 

[FBIS Translated Text] The approaching election col- 
ored the budget speeches of the government parties’ 
parliamentary groups when the Eduskunta began the 
discussion of this year’s budget on Tuesday. The govern- 
ment parties have not promised the people an election 
budget distributing manna but rather savings, savings, 
and more savings. The government debt must be brought 
under control, the government coalition maintained. 


The Eduskunta continued the languid discussion into the 
middle of the night. Part of the deputies left in the early 
evening for a meeting of the Nordic Council. The debate 
and voting will continue every day this week. The 
opposition will present amendments to the employment 
appropriations and the economic and agricultural sup- 
port, among other things, but the budget will probably be 
approved in the form presented by the government on 
Saturday at the latest. 


Viinanen Complained About Wage Raises 


For once the generally gloomy Finance Minister liro 
Viinanen (Conservative) praised the deputies. He pre- 
dicted that the Eduskunta election debate that had 
gotten underway provided cautious hopes for govern- 
ment finances. Not a single significant party or speaker 
up to now at least had entered the election campaign 
with empty promises. 


Viinanen had a bad opinion of the fall wage negotiations. 
He complained in his familiar way that nothing at all had 
been learned. “One's own interests have been placed 
selfishly ahead of the overall interests of society again, 
and the bill for this is high.” 


In his opinion the wage increases have been at least two 
or three percentage points higher than would have been 
advisable from the standpoint of the national economy. 


Viinanen was also irked by the daycare dispute that took 
place at Christmas time in which the women’s caucus of 
the Eduskunta under the leadership of the Conservatives 


rejected savings on daycare for children. 


Viinanen considered the daycare quarrel quite alarming 
and hoped that such events would not be repeated in the 


“It would be senseless to exert oneself to the very limit in 
search of the billions that need to be saved and at the 


Niinisto Laid Out Several Goals 


The chairman of the Conservative Party, Sauli Niinisto, 
tried to give assurances that the Conservatives actually 
have supported Viinanen’s line consistently for their 
part. He urged people to save, emulating former U.S. 
President John F. Kennedy: “You should not ask what 
we are giving up. You should ask what we will get.” 


In many other ways Niinisto brought up the problem in 
which additional income received by working actually 
reduces family incomes. 

The first step in remedying the matter in the opinion of 
the Conservatives would be to have the payment steps 
determined from the incomes calculated after taxes 
rather than from gross incomes. 


SDP and Center Party at Loggerheads 


The chairman of the Finance Committee, Aapo Saari 
(Center Party), while presenting the committee's report 
severely criticized the SDP’s objections. In his opinion 
the SDP savings proposals, which cut agricultural sup- 
port, were unequaled in their partisanship. 

In addition, Saari sharply criticized the Eduskunta for 
interfering in the dispute between Engel kiinteisto-ja 
siivouspalvelut Oy [real estate and cleaning services 
company] and the cleaners. According to Saari the 
Eduskunta should not become involved in matters that 
do not belong to it. 

The deputy chairman of the Finance Committee, Matti 
Luttinen (SDP), was horrified by Saari. He noted that 
the committee chairman's job was to present the budget 
report and not to talk on behalf of his own party. 


Jukka Vihriala (Center Party) demanded that the oppo- 
sition state how and on what government basis it would 
implement the necessary additional savings in the fol- 
Opposition Reaction to Budget Bill Aired 


9SENO1I5C Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 11 Jan 95 p 6 


[Article by Anna-Riitta Sippola: “SDP Promised To 
Begin a Period of Altruism; Opposition Criticizes Gov- 
ernment Again for Saving on the Wrong Things”) 





This report may coniain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners. 














FBIS- WEU-95-037 
24 February 1995 


{[FBIS Translated Text] In the budget discussion the 
opposition group had only the old prescriptions for 
remedying shortcomings and endless lists of the govern- 


ment’s errors and omissions. 


Savings must be made but in a different way than to 
date, the opposition, which is anticipating the election, 
stated. 

Matti Luttinen, who spoke on behalf of the SDP [Social 
Democratic Party] group, gave assurances that his party 
would practice responsible politics. There is no place for 
empty election promises, the selfish period is over, and 
the period of altruism is beginning, Luttinen promised. 


After the election the country will receive “a master who 
will return market forces to the role of a hired hand, and 
the management of affairs will not take its cue from the 
EU’s batons,” Luttinen predicted about a future govern- 
ment led by the SDP. 


In addition to the failure to do anything about unem- 
ployment and the heavy taxes on wage earners, Luttinen 
scolded the government also for the too-large EU sup- 
port package for agriculture. What the consumer 
received from lowering food prices the taxpayer had to 
pay, Luttinen emphasized. 


Timo Laaksonen from the Left Alliance repeated the 
notion disseminated by the opposition for years that the 
government has made savings at the wrong time and in 
the wrong place. According to him, “Solomon’s book of 
Ecclesiastes seems to have understood conditions better 
than the present government.” “To every thing there is a 
season, and a time to every purpose under the heaven,” 
Laaksonen read from the Bible. 


His group considers it important that the new govern- 
ment “bring citizens groups together to raise Finland out 
of the recession through their common efforts.” 

The Christian Party's Jouko Jaaskelainen for his part 
backed a “government of social responsibility,” which 
managed mandatory savings judiciously. 

Like Laaksonen he rejected the idea of a Finnish crisis 
management battalion. Jaaskelainen considers raising 
the standard of living and missionary work better than 
the army as a peacekeeper. Laaksonen saw behind the 
rapid-response troops the Western European Union's 
preparation for military operations. 


The Green's Ulla Anttila repeated her party’s thesis 
about a Green tax reform in which the export industry 
and other energy users would be vaccinated and indirect 
labor costs would be reduced. She doubted, however, 
that any decisions promoting employment would be 
made before the Eduskunta election. Playing for election 
results leads to the fact that the government does not act 
to improve employment but just blames the opposition, 
Anttila said. 

Raimo Vistback of the Finnish Rural Party wanted to 
proclaim an open season on corrupt politicians in Fin- 
land, because it has become clear that corrupt politicians 
have not become extinct at all. 


NORDIC COUNTRIES 33 


Daily on Swedish Party's Election Strategy 
9SENO115D Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 12 Jan 95 p 2 


[Editorial: “Eternal Government Party”) 


[FBIS Translated Text] No one’s eyebrows were raised 
significantly when the RKP [Swedish People’s Party] 
announced while presenting its election program that it 
wanted to be in the new government. The RKP members 
know that a small language party is best seen and heard 
and has the most influence when it is present at the table 
where decisions are made. 


The RKP has not been at all fussy in choosing government 
companions. It has participated in all the political govern- 
ment coalitions in recent decades: People’s Front, Socialist- 
Agrarian, Center-Left government, and Nonsocialist gov- 
ernment. It is the only party that has sat in the government 
with all of the current Eduskunta parties with the exception 
of the Greens. Even they are an exception only because they 
have not been in a government yet. 


From the choice of words of chairman Ole Norrback one 
can conclude that a nonsocialist government would be 
the preferable alternative after the election as well. He 
taunted the SDP economic policy blatantly. Norrback 
seems to have a clear penchant for the Aho government, 
but there is also a sirong notion in the RKP that a 
government going beyond the political middle line 
would be good for Finland. For example, the party’s 
Eduskunta group missed the SDP in the government in 
the Eduskunta’s budget debate. From such positions it is 
easy to accept any government basis at all. 


Even the cuts awaiting the new government are no 
problem for the RKP. It showed “political acumen” in 
promising to return to its own proposal later. Hopefully it 
will do so and not bury its head in the sand. There is reason 
for someone to call the election debate by the right names, 
when the large parties do not dare to do this. 


New Defense Minister Enestam Sets Agenda 


9SENOIISE Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 3 Jan 95 p 7 


[Article by Mikael Pentikainen: “New Minister Jan-Erik 
Enestam Wants Finland To Be a Crisis Mediator; 
Defense Minister Is Not Interested in the RKP (Swedish 
People’s Party) Chairman’s Job”] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Minister of Defense Jan-Erik 
Enestam (RKP, 47) wants Finland to mediate the 
world’s hotbeds of crises. “Finland, as a third country 
and neutral representative, could strive in a preventive 
manner to stop crises from arising by negotiating with 
the parties through diplomatic channels,” Enestam pro- 
posed on Monday, his first day as a minister. 
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The new minister would take as a model Norway, which has 
successfully sought harmony for the crisis in Palestine. 


As an example of Finnish mediation Enestam brought up 
Namibia in which Martti Ahtisaari, the then under 
secretary general of the UN and now president of Fin- 
land, played a central role. “Of course, there the media- 
tion occurred only after the crisis.” 


In addition Enestam wants Finland to make a name for 
itself as an expert in peacekeeping. “Finland could offer 
the special skill that we have.” 


In the Ministry of Defense there have not been any 
attempts to clarify whether Finland will offer to mediate 
the Chechnya crisis. 


Enestam mentioned the assignment received by Major 
General Heikki Wilen from the OSCE [Organization for 
Security and Cooperation in Europe] to plan a possible 
peacekeeping mission in Gorny Xarabakh. 

“It would be worthwhile to invest in such activity, even 
though it has its own risks and is not always very easy. It 
suits very well Finland's traditional mission and Fin- 
land’s image.” 

Enestam did not wish to specify to which crisis hotspots 
he would send Finnish diplomats or officers. “This is 
mainly on the idea level. I shall discuss this with the civil 
servants and find out whether it can be refined and 
whether the government is of the same opinion. This is 
not just a matter for the minister of defense but a 
considerably larger question.” 


Internationalization should become more evident than 
at present in the training of conscripts as well, in 
Enestam’s opinion. “Even at the expense of close-order 
drills.” 


One of the Key Ministries in the Government 

Enestam will begin his ministerial job, which will last for 
about four months, in a phase in which the Ministry of 
Defense is one of the government's key ministries. 


Part of the honor for this belongs to Enestam’s prede- 
cessor, Deputy Elisabeth Rehn (RKP), who was still 
presiding in the ministry's premises on Monday. Pari of 
the change can be explained by changes in the world and 
in Finland's position. 

The portfolio of the minister of defense was also 
strengthened by the prime minister's announcement on 
Saturday concerning the new Ministerial Committee for 
Foreign and Security Policy. In the future the minister of 
defense will be a member of this crucial committee. He 
ee TE 

rs. 


“This reflects the development that has occurred in the 
world and that is still going on. One can no longer 
separate foreign policy from security policy. Now they go 
hand in hand.” 


24 February 1995 


Enestam is also minister of gender equality. He hopes 


Enestam also promised to make an attempt at least to 
arrange matters so that the Office of Equality deputies 
under him will receive at least one male employee. 
“Aren't there any there?” 


Enestam, who has a master’s degree in political science, 
is serving his first term in the Eduskunta. He was elected 
from an election district south of Turku in which he is a 
candidate for the next election as well. 


An RKP Middle-of-the-Roader 


Before serving in the Eduskunta, Enestam was a civil 
servant on the local and central government levels. He 
was also a special assistant to the minister of defense for 
just under a year. In the RKP Enestam is among those 
who stay in the middle of the road. 


Enestam is the third member of the RKP in a row to be 
appointed minister of defense. At the moment the com- 
mander of the defense forces, General Gustav Hagglund, 
is also a Swedo-Finn. 


“It is a rare country where a representative of the 
minority serves as minister of defense and at the head of 
the defense forces. That tells something to the world,” 
Enestam boasted. 


The rise to minister has made the quiet and cautious 
Enestam one of the candidates to succeed the party 
chairman, Ole Norrback. Enestam rejected the specula- 
tion. “Not interested.” 


Enestam has the rank of a reserve licutenart © ‘e resides 
in Vastanfjard. He has three children. 


Poll: Center Party Biggest Gainer 


95P20515A Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 8 Feb 95 p 7 


[Finnish News Service Report: “Support for Center 
Party Growing; SDP and Conservatives Are Losers“] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] According to a poll commis- 
sioned by the Finnish Broadcasting Company, support 
for the Center Party is on the rise. In the poll presented 
on the radio news, the Center Party is now favored by 
17.2 percent of eligible voters, while in the preceding 
survey conducted in December it was 14.6 percent. 


In that earlier poll, support for the Center Party was at its 
lowest figure for all of 1994. 


The polling, which was done by Taloustutkimus OY for 
the Finnish Broadcasting Company, was conducted in 
late December and carly January. Contacted for the poll 
were 1,800 voting-age Finns. The margin of error for the 


survey is plus or minus 2 percent. 
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Party Preference Figures in Percentages 
November 94 Devemeer 94 January 95 

Center Party 16.9 14.6 17.2 
Social Demo- 0.4 29.7 28.4 
cratic Party 
Conservative 17.0 16.7 14.6 
Party 
Left Alliance 91 9.6 8.3 
Greens 8.7 8.2 7.6 
Swedish Peo- 42 40 3.7 
ple’s Party 
Rural Party 20 0.5 20 
Chnstian 3.3 2.3 3.2 
— 
Liberal Party 1.5 11 0.7 
Pensioners’ 1.6 0.9 1.3 
Party 
Young Finn — 2.7 44 
Party 
Nature League = 0.5 0.6 
Vsl [expansion — 0.5 04 
unknown] 




















Carisson Seeks New Climate of Cooperation 


BR2402111295 Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBLADET 
in Swedish 19 Feb 95 p 5 


{Article by Swedish Prime Minister Ingvar Carlsson: 
“We Need a New Climate of Cooperation”} 
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[FBIS Translated Text] The world of work is constantly 
changing Many forward-locking enterprises in the pri- 
vate business sector have understood for a jong time now 
that hierarchically structured organizations are no longer 
effective. Human beings as preduction factors are far too 
expensive to be used as a throw-away commodity. The 
necessary process toward a more democratic working 
Organization is also taking place within the public sector. 


The dividing line between workers and salazied 


Employers in their turn are increasingly emphasizing the 
importance of work structures giving employees the 
opportunity to grow in their jobs and take greater 
employee and for the company. The employee can see 
his salary develop positively and the entrepreneur can 
increase productivity and earnings. 

One can summarize this as the endeavor to reduce the 
differences in working life. Because smaller differences, 
less injustice, and greater room for maneuver for the 
individual are good for production. 


For the economy in general, however, the opposite 
appears to apply. Many vociferous economists are rec- 
ommending greater differences as the only path of sal- 
vation for increasing growth and reducing unemploy- 
ment. At the same time parts of business life are 
continually preaching the need for greater pay differen- 
tials, wages set by directors, and deteriorating legal 
security for employees. A desire exists to return to an 
outdated model of work organization. 


As a Social Democrat I am naturally convinced that the 
model of working life with smaller differences is by far 
the best for all partners, with the neo-liberal 
economic model which calls for greater differences. For 
me the Social Democratic ideas that we achieve the best 
result, for both the individual and society. if everyone is 
given the possibility to develop according to his or her 
possibilities and interests, stand out as superior. 


Last fall's election was a timely no by voters to the move 
toward the neo-liberal system and greater injustice. A 
clear political majority is behind the principles of a 
society with equal opportunities for all. This is some- 
thing I would like to stress. 


We need a new climate of cooperation in Sweden, and | 
believe that there is also a whole range of important 
questions for the future where we can find new common 
denominators between politics and business, and 
between different blocs within the Riksdag. This impres- 
sion of mine has been strengthened following our discus- 
sions in the Industry Council and after watching the 
flood of bills in the Riksdag when the government budget 
was being prepared. 
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economy will function better with a poorly developed 
school system or insufficient health care? 

It is, therefore, in the general interest that these sectors 
do not develop in the future into a special labor market 


with worse pay and employment conditions. Here too it 
is has to be possible to be able t> recruit and keep 
qualified personnel. 


Reducing the service sector's wage-paying capacity by 
stimulating mor jow-productive jobs there, as 1s being 
suggested in the present debate, is certainly no answer. 
The point of departure must instead be to increase 
productivity by a judicious use of resources. 

Such a way is a different organization of work, which 
makes better use of employees’ capacities. This is shown 
by many examples can be seen today of work for change 
in, for example, nursing and care. In parts of the service 
sector at least it is also bound to be possible to use new 
information technologies in a way which increases the 
benefit derived from human contributions. 


On this issue—the question of differences in society— 
ideological ts have been around for a long 
time now. It has been difficult to engage in a sensible 
debate based on factual analyses. Perhaps the positive 
experiences in working life from responsibility taking 
and joint decisionmaking can lead to another debate on 
the shaping of society. 
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Washington Reportedly Waras Greece on Customs Union 
NC2302153595 Istanbul MILLIYET in Turkish 
18 Feb 95 p 15 


{Report by Barcin Yinanc: “U.S. Warning to Greece”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Ankara—It has been reported that 
the United States has made high-level initiatives to warn 
Athens against insisting on maintaining its veto on customs 
union between Turkey and the European Union. U.S. 
Assistant Secretary of State Richard Holbrooke is reported 
to have summoned Loukas Tsilas, the Greek ambassador to 
Washington, to urge him to convince Athens to change its 
approach on customs union b ».\cen Turkey and the EU. 


A similar initiative was expeciec ‘rom U.S. Ambassador to 
Greece Thomas Niles yesterday. Meanwhile, it has been 
ascertained that a U.S. Embassy official in Ankara has 
called on the Turkish Foreign Ministry to brief the officials 
on the U.S. initiatives. 

The United States has warned Athens as follows: “Do not 
obstruct Turkey's relations with Europe. Many problems 
exist between the two countries. Do not add another to 
them.” 

The diplomatic sources in Turkey and Europe have said that 
the United States supports the strengthening of Turkey's 
relations with the EU and that it attaches great importance 
to the realization of customs union between them. They also 
said that the United States has kept Athens under intense 
pressure for some time now, so much so that the some of the 
EU countries have asked Turkey why it has “preferred to 
involve the United States in the matter to such an extent.” 


Washington is also said to have warned Athens that the 
NATO funds for Greece may be blocked. 


Spanish State Secretary Supports CU Membership 
TA2402094395 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1800 GMT 23 Feb 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] (Carlos Vestendorf), Spanish state 
secretary for EU affairs, has begun his contacts in Ankara. 
He first called on Murat Karayalcin, foreign minister and 
deputy prime minister, and conferred with him for some 
time. Later the Turkish and Spanish delegations headed by 
Karayalcin and (Vestendorf) met to discuss bilateral rela- 
tions, Turkey's membership in the EU and the Customs 
Union [CU], and international issues. 

Karayalcin and (Vestendorf) held a joint news conference 
after the official talks were concluded. Karayalcin said that 
the strengthening of bilateral relations and the Spanish EU 
term presidency were discussed at the talks. He added that 
Turkey's relations with the EU were also taken up, adding 
that views were also exchanged on the Mediterranean Con- 
ference to be held this year and various other international 
issues. Karayalcin said that at the talks he had found the 
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(Vestendorf) said that Turkey’s membership in the CU is a 
significant step toward EU membership, expressing the 
belief that this process will be concluded for Turkey on 6 
March. 


Cindoruk Wants New Government Formed 


NC2402073095 Ankara TURKISH DAILY NEWS 
in English 20 Feb 95 pp B1, B3 


{“Exclusive interview” with Husamettin Cindoruk, 
speaker of the Turkish parliament, by TURKISH 
DAILY NEWS editors; place and date not given] 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] TDN [TURKISH DAILY 
NEWS}—How do you see the present situation in Turkey? 
Cindoruk—Turkey’s institutions are functioning. Its gov- 
ernment, Parliament and judiciary are fulfilling their 
respective duties in all fields. This Parliament approved six 
laws yesterday (Thursday). All looks fine as far as the shape 
is concerned, but when we look at the contents then we see 
there are two major defects in Turkey. We have been 
delayed in human rights and democratization. There has not 
been any obstacle to Parliament’s implementation of dem- 
ocratic regulations since 1983. We have been delayed. 
Certain decisions have been taken but they were not suffi- 
cient. Therefore there are gaps which need to be filled in our 
democracy. 

The second issue is Turkey’s economy which has come to a 
standstill. Turkey has not been able to make a big leap in 
economic development since 1991. Plus we are faced with 
negative growth this year—a phenomenon this country has 
not seen since World War II. 

There is another problem Turkey is faced with since its 
transfer to a liberal economy. The state used to invest in 
industry, like sugar and cement factories, in aluminum and 
steel and industrialization by the state was shared by the 
people—especially on a regional basis—and this made a 
major contribution to growth projections. The late Presi- 
dent Turgut Ozal offered alternative opportunities to the 
people like revitalizing the service sector, tourism, banking 
and lifting bans on exchange, achieved an export boom, 
increased the imports and developed the trade sector. Such 
developments brought wealth and the people were content. 
Saturation point came after 1991. M:~y sectors, the 
banking sector included, could not move into new fields 
because industrialization had not moved along the same 
lines. And I think there are shortcomings and stagnation in 
the economy too. The export boom is also at a standstill 
presently—showing a very slow increase. It is only $500 or 
$1 million per year [figures as published] which cannot even 
meet the population increase in the country. 


Also within the context of economic stagnation, we can cite 
the investment made in the fight against terrorism and 
anarchy in the country. Is this an investment or an expen- 
diture—it is difficult to specify. It should not be measured 
only as a cost coming out of the state pocket. 


Trade has stopped altogether in almost one fourth of the 
country, transport has stopped and the sales departments of 
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the private sector in this region have been closed or fallen 
far below the capacity. Industry ana transport have stopped 
in that region. When all these are added on top of each other 
the economists are having difficulty in calculating how 
much the situation in the Southeast is costing the Turkish 
economy. However, I don’t think this cost is any less than 
TL [Turkish lira] 500 trillion. Then the present situation is 
not a surprise, I mean the 150 percent inflation should not 
be a surprise, the minus seven growth shouldn't be a 
surprise. These are the natural result of the developments. 


TDN—Then should this not be assessed as success for the 
PKK [Workers Party of Kurdistan]? Hasn't this been an 
achievement for the PKK which wants the collapse of 
Turkey? 


Cindoruk—Yes in an indirect way. They may be said to 
have succeeded in one of their goals like the collapse of the 
Turkish economy or stalling Turkey’s development. 


TDN—Do you then share Kamran Inan’s (main opposition 
Motherland Party deputy) fear that the people in Turkey 
will go on the streets and revolt? 


Cindoruk—The Turkish people do not like to seek their 
rights on the streets. They are loyal to their state, plus they 
prefer to seek their rights by democratic means. I believe it 
the people’s revolt at mass meetings. I mean the Turkish 
people will not make use of the streets as a revolt against the 
state like in Western or African countries. But the workers 
and civil servants’ unions will soon take to the streets to seek 
their rights and this will result in a confrontation of the state 
administration against its people. As a natural outcome, the 
police forces and the police dogs will have to be used against 
the people. If Kamran Inan means this then I agree with 
him. Otherwise our people will not hold wildcat demonstra- 
tions, like illegal organizations. Another aspect we have to 
keep in mind is that Turkey still preserves its character as an 
agriculture country. Turkey has never suffered starvation. It 
has never had a depression period in that sense. We have 
rich agriculture resources. We have easily reachable agricul- 
tural fields in all parts of the country and therefore we won't 
starve. 


The important thing is that the purchasing power of the 
middie class has deteriorated. Turkey's big majority is the 
middie class. You do not come across the misery seen in 
western countries even in Turkey's squatter districts. You 
will find a TV set and refrigerator in shanty towns too. Total 
misery is very rare in Turkey. Plus one of our religious and 
national traditions is to help the neighbor. But when the 
middie class is faced with a considerable decrease in buying 
power, then | know that those belonging to it will exert 
pressure on the government through mass organizations and 
political parties. 


TDN—In other words is the boiler coming to the point of 
explosion? 

Cindoruk—Yes, the middie class in Turkey is used to 
buying at least one household item each month. The boom, 
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until recently, in domestic appliance sales is also an indica- 
tion of this habit. There is a washing machine even in village 
houses with sufficient running water. If the middle class is 
deprived of doing this, then we can maybe describe this 
development as being the explosion point of the boiler, and 
see the situation as one leading to anger and violence. 


TDN-—Could the outcome of such developments be an 
intervention in democracy? 

Cindoruk—I don’t think so. Because in the years of military 
intervention, the coup makers said the intervention was 
aimed at a return to democracy. This is a contradiction in 
terms as well as a “karamizah” (black joke). The interven- 
tions were with the aim of saving Turkey. But there isn't a 
shortcoming in the functioning of the democracy. The 
argument was the deadlock in presidential elections the last 
time the military intervened. We have had two presidential 
elections since then. Another argument was the intransi- 
gence between the political parties which could not reach a 
consensus. But now the parties are able to reach a consensus 
to the extent that a liberal democrat and a social democrat 
party are sitting in the coalition government together. 
Nobody can say that the Parliament is unable to pass laws 
because six laws are being passed in one evening session. 
There isn’t a deadlock in the Parliament. We have never had 
a military intervention because a government is not suc- 
cessful. One other reason why the intervention is not a 
probability is that no junta will want to undertake the 
responsibility of such a big economic crisis. 
TDN—Could a broadly-based government undertake such 
a responsibility? 

Cindoruk—This is my suggestion. If in a country the gov- 
ernment in office fails, then the Parliament has the respon- 
sibility to find a solution. Or if there are a lot of complaints 
from the administration, then Parliament can eliminate 
some of the reasons leading to such complaints, because 
some of these are due to shortcomings in the laws or 
regulations. This is possible and that is why I wanted to 
mobilize the Parliament and proposed debate sessions on 
about 100 laws, and I am very happy that we were able to 
obtain a result on six laws yesterday evening. We are making 
the Parliament work and we will continue to do so. the 
Parliament, besides its legislative and executive duties, also 
has the responsibility of forming governments. Therefore, I 
said the Parliament should come up with a new government 
formula. There is one other condition for this. It has to 
found a government by giving a date for elections. 


General elections must be held at the latest in cighteen 
months’ time, but the general tendency in Turkey is to hold 
them ahead of time and in that case it seems likely that 
elections will be held in seven or eight months. None of the 
party chairmen will enter the new government to be formed, 
and the prime minister to be appointed for such a govern- 
ment will be able to recruit any deputy he/she wants from 
any party to the cabinet. The crisis can be averted with such 
a formula. You can either call it an election government, or 
a Parliament government or still as a broadly-based govern- 
ment. The Parliament after this government will also be 
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clear. I feel that the government to emerge after this kind of 
a government will not be like the coalition we have now. 
Because this coalition has had the time to assert itself but 
unfortunately could not use this government time in a 
satisfactory manner. Therefore, I think the political parties 
should be put to the choice of the people. 


I] am not insistent on election timing, it can be held in six 
months or in a year, but this should be clarified. Secondly, 
the political parties—not all but those which are willing 
to—should give the prime minister the right to pick minis- 
ters from their parliamentary groups. Thirdly, this new 
government should be able to present to the people a 
programme that is accepted by all the parties and one which 
is clear, simple and aimed at the well being of the people. 
Such a program should include amendments in election 
laws, the Constitution, the necessary regulations for democ- 
ralization, as well as measures to curb inflation. Such a 
program will not bring forth ideologic preferences, but be 
rational, balanced, strong and conform to state traditions. 
This government should also clearly state that it will not 
take decisions binding on the government to succeed it. This 
government will be for a transition period, to hold elections 
and then withdraw from office. 


TDN—Kamran Inan is stating that you may have to take 
responsibility in the forming of such a government. He is 
saying that you should leave aside your duly as Parliament 
speaker and jump in. What will you say to this? 


Cindoruk—Certainly, but there is not a guarantee—you 
may come forward and be left standing there by yourself. 
The conditions aren't ripe. We are all talking with assump- 
tions. The government parties should be the first to take the 
decision that this government has finished. It is very diffi- 
cult to re-form a government when an opposition party is 
also included in the partnership, because in this case the 
Republican People’s Party (CHP) also becomes a partner in 
the coalition when merger with the Social Democrai Peo- 
ple’s Party [SHP] takes place. I think that a government 
vacuum will appear during the formation of the new gov- 
ernment after the developments with the junior coalition 
partner. So Kamran Inan’s statements should be assessed 
when this vacuum emerges. 


We may be wrong in our present assessments, an agreement 
can be reached and the new government will be formed with 
a new protocol. Then there is nothing more we can say. 
When we look at it from the other side. [sentence as 
published] Then this government will have found another 
chance, obtained the support of Parliament and then we 
should respect that government. 


TDN—Ifa vote of confidence is not required, then what will 
happen? 

Cindoruk—You should think the reverse. There may be a 
majority ready to bring her down with a no-confidence vote. 
There are two ways of bringing a vote of confidence. The 
renewed government may come and ask for it. They will not 
need 226 votes then. The problem is that if the continuation 
of this government is decided by a majority of 240-250 
deputies, then the Parliament has to prove the opposite. 
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Then there is a government established and we should 
respect it, because this means that the majority of the 
Parliament does not agree with our views. This means the 
Parliament majority wants to carry on with this government 
until the elections in Oct. 1996. 


However, developments determine politics and election 
dates. And there may be such unexpected developments that 
even the government which rejects elections may have to 
make the decision to hold them within a year. 


TDN—Beside being the Parliament Speaker, you are a 
member of the True Path Party’s [DYP] parliamentary 
group. Is the atmosphere in the group for the continuation 
of this government? 

Cindoruk—No, it is not. My impression from conversation 
with friends in the party is that they think this government 
has been useful neither for the party, nor the solution of the 
country’s problems. 

TDN—Could the government that emerges after the merger 
of the social democrats, be one that conforms to the wishes 
of the DYP politicians? 


Cindoruk—If you ask me, it will be beyond their worst 
expectations. Because, today’s government is one that is 
formed around a coalition protocol. When an opposition 
party enters the partnership, it should not be too difficult 
to imagine the conditions it will make. It will not be 
possible for the DYP group to accommodate itself with 
these conditions. 

TDN—Well, if you step into the open (for premiership), do 
you think the DYP deputies will give you a firm and open 
backing? 

Cindoruk—Let me tell you frankly: In Turkey, the Parlia- 
ment Speakers have only one round of live ammunition. 
When the Speaker decides on something and steps into the 
open. that decision should be something that can be imple- 
mented. A call has to be made for him, it should be 
demanded from him. The Parliament Speaker should 
descend into the arena only when a proposal is made for him 
to head a government that will take the country to elections. 
The Speaker is neither a jewel nor someone to be protected 
in a safe. If he has proven himself as a neutral arbitrator, he 
has just one live round, he has a debt for serving his nation, 
his country, and even his party. What I am saying is that I 
can do it, and I have been saying this for a year. 


TDN—Can you set up a government that can obtain a vote 
of confidence from this Parliament? 


Cindoruk—iIf the conditions materialize the way I have 
TDN—But Motheriand Party (ANAP) leader Mesut Yilmaz 
once said about you, “he was disinterested when he was 
powerful; he is enthusiastic when he has lost his power.” 

Cindoruk—-He said the same thing to me, but I explained 
the facts to him. Governments are not set up by enthusiasm 


alone, none of us have the power for that. The power is 
given to someone by events. If you jump onto the stage 
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saying ‘I am powerful’, it will be wrong. Events make 
someone powerful. And when he said I was powerful, it was 
events which had made me so. | also criticized the Demirel 
government and many of my friends abandoned me for that. 
Demirel himself had been cross with me. But later, events 
proved me right and people began accumulating around me, 
I became again. But | am not a man for closed 
factions. All the 183 deputies of the DYP are friends for me. 


TDN—Are you of the opinion that DYP cannot accept the 
conditions to be put forth for the coalition after the SHP- 
DYP merger? 


Cindoruk—That’s what I think. Because I expect the new 
terms to be heavier than those that formed the base for the 
present coalition. To be more open, I think they will be of a 
gravity which will tax the limits of acceptability for the 
DYP. 

TDN—Will the government after the SHP-CHP merger be 
the country’s 51st government? 


Cindoruk—This is just a matter of form for me. If you ask 
me, I will say it will be 51st. But I think, after the agreement 
between the partners, it will make this gesture (of seeking 
the vote of confidence.) The important thing there is this: 
What will the new entity (the merged left) want? I think it 
will demand partnership in the running of the economy. 
Because the biggest damage from the mismanagement of the 
economy is sustained by the leftwing component of the 
government because of its coalition membership although it 
did not have a say in the economy. The left would want to 
correct this situation. What's more, (united left’s new 
leader) Hikmet Cetin is an economist. He has come from the 
State Planning Organization. He has served in a past gov- 
ernment as a deputy prime minister in charge of the 
economy. He is someone who knows the economy. He, too, 
will demand a say in everything, from the Central Bank 
policies, to privatization and other major economic deci- 
sions. And the share he'll want will not be of a size easily 
acceptable. The DYP wing of the government will be hard 
put to accommodate this. 


TDN—Do you expect any difficulties concerning secu- 
larism? 
Cindoruk—The issue of secularism can be settled. On the 
description of secularism as embedded in the state's foun- 
dations, there is not much difference (between the coalition 
partners). There are some disputes stemming from the 
anti-terrorism bill, but they, too, can be smoothed over. | 
don’t attach much significance to these. But what I have said 
a little while ago is very important. Not only an opposition 
party is entering the government, Hikmet Cetin is coming as 
a party chairman. From now on, Cetin (who was a former 
foreign minister in Ciller’s government) will not want to be 
a mere spokesman for the prime minister; He will want to 
sing together. 

TDN—Ciller looks determined not to hold general elections 
before 1996. Do you think the expected row with her 
coalition partner could change her decision? 
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Cindoruk—This [is] one of the terms I referred to just now. 
I find it natural for a prime minister to want to last out her 
legal term as the head of a government. I find it justified. 
What drives Mrs. Ciller in insisting on making full use of 
that nght is her anxiety to gain time to turn her failures into 
successes. It stems from her anticipation that 1996 will be a 
bright year that will help to regain lost votes. l regard this 
right as sacred and respect her wish to use it. But once she 
realizes that this can never happen, why shouldn't she set a 
new election date? That's what I meant when I said a little 
while ago that we politicians cannot fix the election date. It's 
the events which determine that date. You can enter such 
blind alleys that an election becomes the only way out. 


TDN—Can the defection of a powerful group from among 
the DYP deputies become a serious possibility? 
Cindoruk—No one would want to leave the DYP. It is a 
historic party. It is born of a major cause, a big struggle. A 
few people who have not been too closely associated with 
the thoughts of the DYP from the very start, may leave. 
From time to time three or five (deputies) can quit. But 
these will not be a big loss for the DYP and the party will not 
sustain heavy casualties. Now, a group within the DYP can 
say this: “We do not want this government to continue.” 
This is a view to be considered. Another thing: Why did 
Mesut Yilmaz—who was prime minister in 1991—go for 
elections in 1991. If he had been sure of carrying it smoothly 
as the head of the government without any tension with the 
president—the late Turgut Ozal—, he would not have gone 
to elections. But the emergence of a material and moral gap 
created when the president withdrew his support from 
Yilmaz, forced him to go to the people for a new mandate, 
to seek their renewed confidence. 


TDN—Do you think today’s president has put his support 
behind the prime minister? 

Cindoruk—That, I cannot know. You should ask him this. 
But can anyone be expected to back a failure? Can you think 
anyone wanting to share the failure, these results? Why 
should people not constitutionally responsible want to take 
a share from the deeds of a responsible government? This is 
a rule of the politics. 1 am not saying this only for the 
relationship between Demirel and Ciller. 


TDN—Is it possible for Ciller to sway the DYP deputies? 


Cindoruk—Only if the leaders—or better say chairpersons, 
because she is not a leader—only if the chairpersons are 
successful as prime ministers, can they hold sway over the 
deputies. But very limited time is left for her to be suc- 
cessful. What's more, this government question, or, to put it 
more properly, this matter of unification between the par- 
ties, between the SHP and CHP, is something going on for 
the past six months. It has taken too long. What I mean is a 
government taxes its abilities if one of its wings forgets 
about the government matiers and busies itself with the 
question of merging. In this matter, | sympathize with 
Ciller. Her government partner (i.c. deputy prime minister) 
has changed, her ministers changed. One wing of the gov- 
ernment changed eight ministers at the same time. The 
foreign ministers were changed. These are difficult matters 
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for a head of the government. You cannot make distinctions 
about wings when looking for the responsible for the failure. 
The government is a whole. 


TDN—You made a statement, in which you said “one 
cannot do anything within the DYP without Demirel’s 


agreement.” 


Cindoruk—I say that again. I preserve my view on that, and 
on top of that I'll say something else. Demirel is also my 
leader. And he is also the leader of the party. You cannot 
become a leader by merely getting elected the party 
chairman, can you?... The leader of the movement has been 
Demirel since 1964. And the party can take no decision that 
goes against the will of its leader. Demirel, until now, has 
just been polite (to Ciller). He has shown neutrality. He has 
acted politically. The day will come when we do what 
Demirel tells us to do. In the past, he told me to “stop”—in 
the race for DYP leadership when Demirel succeeded the 
late Ozal as the president. I tell you, openly, if he says “stop” 
I stop again. For I am a conservative politician. 


TDN—All right, is there a “go” signal for you from 
Demirel? 


Cindoruk—It is enough for me if he doesn’t say “stop.” 


TDN—The decision of the European Parliament is known. 
Turkey has very serious human rights problems. It must 
surmount these problems otherwise Turkey cannot become 
EU member they say. Parliament is the key point here, 
because it is the Parliament which can make these reforms. 
Do you believe that these reforms will pass from this 
Parliament? Is there a will to take these serious steps? 


Cindoruk—Let me say this first. 1 have read the decision of 
the European Parliament. It is a prejudiced decision and 
contains incomplete information. It claims that Yasr Kemal 
is in prison. Following the intervention of the Christian 
Democrats, it was understood that he is not in jail and thus 
that expression was removed from the decision. It was 
replaced with the demand that the allegations against him 
should be withdrawn. Half of the decision is about Kemal. 
Kemal is my friend whom I like a lot. He is a writer. I regret 
that such an accusation was made against him. However I 
find it strange that the European Parliament, which voices 
the concept of democracy, took such an ill-advised decision. 
~ Monday, I will say this to the Speaker of the European 
arliament. 


It is true that Turkey has a way to go in terms of democracy. 
However while assessing this point, he should look back to 
see how much progress has Turkey made on the path to 
democracy? Ignoring the progress which Turkey has made 
since 1983 from the point view of democracy and passing 
such a prejudiced decision is very wrong. It is very wrong to 
put this burden on Turkey's back. I hereby ask: As Parlia- 
ment Speaker how can I lift the decision which the judiciary 
has made against Kemal? Don't they (EU member coun- 
tries) have the separation of powers principle? How can a 
parliament be charged because of a prosecutor’s indictment? 
The constitutional amendments which they want from me is 
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correct. However we are the people who argued for these 
amendments before they were asked for. 


Almost every day, we are eliminating an undemocratic law. 
I have difficulty in ing why they suddenly started 
to criticize us then they failed to show the same sensitivity 
during the military era and why they failed to extend their 
helping hands while we were in jail. Turkey’s Parliament is 
not a consultative assembly. It is the people who have chose 
this Parliament. Since 1983 even Ozal whom I criticized a 
lot had removed bans. There have been government changes 
in this country through elections since 1983. A leftist and a 
right party have come together to found the government. 
You just ignore all these facts and then take a harsh decision 
against Turkey solely due to the indictment against Kemal 
and then you want constitutional amendments from me. 


Do any of the European parliamentarians know about the 
Constitution of the Turkish Republic? Which article of the 
Constitution do they want us to change? At least 150 articles 
of this Constitution are exactly the same as European 
constitutions. In fact, alteration of 21 articles of the Consti- 
tution is adequate. We have included that in our agenda. We 
are here if Europe wants a democratic solidarity, but for just 
criticism. However Turkey cannot stand a democratic 
supervision. This is not possible. It is also wrong if a 
decision is to be taken by taking into consideration Turkey's 
economic conditions and its being a market. 

Turkey is the last point in the map of democracy. 


There is no democracy after us. There is no democracy in 
Turkey but there is in India, is that so? Turkey is the last 
stop of democracy after Europe. It is wrong to criticize 
Turkey that much. I claim that our democracy is better than 
some European democracies from many aspects. Is there 
anywhere in Europe where 250 TV stations are broad- 
casting? Is there a place in Europe where 1700 radios which 
broadcast whatever they want? The number of national 
channels is !7. In which part of Europe, is political discus- 
sion made from 10.30 p.m. to 7.30 a.m.? The issue has also 
this aspect. Turkey is making efforts to become a free 
thinking country. 


Where are the bans which Turkey has imposed, where is the 
martial law it has declared? Is there terrorism, anarchy 
there? Imposing limitations on some rights and in a country 
where 7,000 people die cannot be exaggerated. I am the 
person who criticizes Turkey most. I told the Speaker of the 
Norwegian Parliament that there is no one who criticizes 
Turkey more than I do however you direct unjust criticisms. 


I asked her: Do you want a political solution, do you want 
the human rights minister to be Kurdish? She said yes. I said 
this is what we have. Besides in the parliament record the 
section which mentions the languages which that deputy 
includes Kurdish. [sentence as published] This is one of the 
examples for the political solution you want from me. Here 
is one for you. Today, leftist parties unite. Who is becoming 
the chairman? Which Kurd lacks which political right? 
However if six Norwegian deputies come together and 
attempt to give Nobel Peace Prize to [imprisoned Kurdish 
deputy] Leyla Zana, this is more than black humor. Give it 
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to Carlos. Can a peace prize be given a person who supports 
armed action? Turkey cannot be humiliated like this. 


Leyla Zana should first learn what the Nobel Peace prize 
means. A country cannot be criticized this much. Mistakes 
cannot be made one after another. If they want to give the 
Nobel Peace prize, I propose that the prize be given to the 
woman who lost her husband, children and nephews during 
the Solingen disaster and who pardoned everyone respon- 
sible for the disaster in court. She deserves the prize. 


Turkey has both easy and difficult jobs. It has an easy job 
because Turkey itself wants democracy. Turkey has a diffi- 
cult job because it cannot make itself understood abroad. It 
faces terrorism and anarchy at home. If terrorism and 
anarchy comes to an end in this country, will it be possible 
to file complaint against Turkey for human rights issue? 
Which democratic rule will we give up putting into force or 
postpone it? These are the problems. 


Why is Apo (the PKK leader) in Syria? Are there human 
rights in Syria? Would Hafiz al-Asad allow Gandhi to reside 
in Syria? Would a human rights activist be allowed to live 
and be protected in Syria by the muhaberat [intelligence 
organ]? There are 800,000 Kurds in Syria. Let us see if Hafiz 
al-Asad will give human rights to Kurds in Syria. Can a 
human rights organization survive in Syria? A pirate state, a 
state ruled by a dictatorship keeps an organization which is 
nourished there for dividing Turkey but not for human 
rights. Will they allow Abdullah Ocalan (Apo) to leave Syria 
today? He is used as a puppet. Yes, there are negative 
aspects of Turkey can be expressed. I do not criticize them 
for criticizing us. However Turkey has positive aspects as 
well. I told the Norwegian Parliament speaker that if we had 
neizhbors like Sweden and Denmark than we too could 
speak in the same way. 


TDN—You made a proposal for a government containing 
representatives of all parliamentary parties. Could such a 
government solve the Southeast question? 


Cindoruk—This will not be a parliamentary government. 
This will be a broadbased government. From time to time, 
Turkey has tried them. Arms should be laid down in the 
Southeast for detente. As long as armed actions continue, 
regardless of which government comes to power, it will try 
to maintain public order through counter armed action. A 
change in that issue can only be possible in details. 


TDN—But such a government will look into the problems 
of the people there who have fallen into a difficult situation. 
It will not leave them by themselves as is the case now. 


Cindoruk—In my opinion, whatever has been pledged 
should be fulfilled. What is it? A TL 4 trillion package and 
that much investment for the Southeast. It is difficult for the 
state to compensate everyone's loss in this conflict however 
it has to supply loan and other facilities. Also when eco- 
nomic development is taken there, authority should be 
taken as well. This is the democratic authority. My solution 
is neither a military solution nor a political solution but a 
democratic solution. Progress of democracy nationwide will 
yield results there. Also Turkey should seriously consider 
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lifting the state of emergency. In my opinion, that area is 
well administered without the need for a state of emergency. 


TDN—That is to say, a broadbased government will remove 
the state of emergency. 

Cindoruk—No, this is what | think however I cannot make 
a pledge in this regard. A formula for this should be found. 
Furthermore, there are delayed development packages 
there. It would be useful to start them before waiting for the 
assurance of public order. 


TDN-—lIs Anayol (Mother Path) an adequate broad base? 


Cindoruk—Anayol is a slogan. It does not have content. 
Instead of this, in my opinion, after setting up the coalition, 
an election law should be passed in order to allow parties to 
set up an election alliance. This is similar to the one in 
France. Such a structure will start the political parties’ 
merger process. The last event has showed how difficult 
artificial mergers are. In other words, it showed how diffi- 
cult it is for the mergers which start from the top. 


TDN—In your opinion, can a broadbased government be 
better? 


Cindoruk—It might be. It might be better. As I said, if the 
parties support a government by giving their own members 
but not themselves, their personal ideas will alleviate the 
weight of their political doctrinaire opinions. In my opinion, 
this is what the solution is. If Turkey adopts this solution 
and applies it accordingly, it will thus form the government 
of the period following the next election. It is difficult to 
have a one party government in Turkey. There can be a very 
strong government and a very strong opposition. 


Ocalan Reportedly Seeks Asylum From Russia, Armenia 
NC2302211395 Istanbul MILLIYET in Turkish 
10 Feb 95 p 21 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The Workers Party of Kurdistan 
[PKK] leader Abdullah Ocalan, who has been under Syria's 
“protection” ever since he escaped from Turkey many years 
ago, reportedly is worried by the new policy Damascus has 
adopted within the framework of the Middle East peace 
process. Ocalan is said to have made several initiatives to 
seek asylum in Russia or Armenia. 


A former PKK member, who has served in that organiza- 
tion’s administrative cadres for many years, has said that 
Ocalan’s activities in Damascus, al-Ladhigiyah, and the 
al-Biqa’ Valley have been restricted. Ocalan carried out his 
activities under the supervision of Syria’s secret service 
organization. The former PKK member has asked to remain 
anonymous. He also said that Damascus, considering its 
political and economic relations with Ankara, may decide to 
return Abdullan Ocalan to Turkey. 


Stressing that the difference of views in the PKK surfaced 
during its fifth congress in December 1994, the same source 
asserted that heated exchanges took place between those 
who call for an agreement with Turkey and those who want 
the war continue. He said that is why the decisions adopted 
have not been made public and the campaign, organized by 
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the PKK organization in Europe for donations, was not 
successful. He revealed that the argument in the congress 
was prompted by a statement in Abdullah Ocalan’s report 
that accused the PKK mountain cadres of “being unsuccess- 
ful” and said that those who have neglected their responsi- 
bilities will be tried. 

The same source said that one of the leading PKK members 
was held responsible for the murder of 35 Turkish military 
personnel after a cease-fire was declared some time ago. He 
the organization was not informed of the incident. Stressing 
that the operations carried out by the Turkish military units 
have created a significant problem for the PKK in Tunceli, 
Sirnak, Cizre, Hakkari, and Siirt, the former PKK member 
asserted that the inclination among the militants to sur- 
render has become widespread. He stressed that the PKK 
has become isolated in foreign countries at the present time 
and argued that the establishment of a Kurdish parliament 
in exile is nothing but an ostentatious initiative. He said that 
the former Democracy Party deputies who have escaped 
from Turkey are the only members of that parliament. Ke 
stated that they have become members because they receive 
material aid from the PKK. 


Ocalan Purging Opposition To Gain U.S. Acceptance 
NC2402112695 Ankara TURKISH DAILY NEWS 
in English 21 Feb 95 p 1 


[Report by Sinan Yilmaz] 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Ankara—Abdullah Ocalan, the 
leader of the outlawed Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK) has 
started to purge some top level PKK militants who may be 
an impediment to him. 
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Ocalan, who has fallen into a difficult position due to the 
pro “independence” PKK members’ intensifying their 
terrorist activities, has reportedly put the process of 
purging into practice. It was reported that Mustafa 
Karasu, the PKK executive responsible for Europe, was 
the first affected by Ocalan’s new change of plan— 
although PKK sources have denied this. Ocalan, who has 
frequently expressed the view that political means 
should be used for the solution of the Kurdish question, 
has reportedly taken the initiative for major personnel 
changes in order to reinforce his position within his 
organization. According to PKK sources, Ocalan has 
accelerated his diplomatic initiatives and says that he is 
making efforts to seek ways towards a political solution. 
The same sources point out that the pro “independence” 
groups raid villages and attack civilians which put the 
PKK into difficult position. 


It is claimed that with this latest initiative, Ocalan intends 
to give the United States the message that he is in full 
control over his organization. 


At present, it is not known to what extent Ocalan, who 
has changed his title within the organization to “chair- 
man,” will have control over his organization and 
whether armed attacks against civilians will continue or 
not. It is alleged that Ocalan will take a significant step 
towards the path of “legalization” by his latest move. 
For this purpose, it is claimed that most of the activities 
which are carried out by the PKK’s suborganizations will 
be transferred to the “Kurdish parliament in exile” 
(KSP). It is also alleged that the diplomatic initiatives 
which are carried out by the outlawed ERNK (Kurdistan 
People’s Liberation Front) will be carried out by KSP. 
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